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This is to report the review by Intelligence Division (INTD)
representatives of the Senate Select Committee (SSC) draft report on
our discontinued Counterintelligence Programs (Cointelpros) and to
recommend our comments relating to the report, as furnished on
3/3/'16 to the SSC staff, be furnished to the Attorney General for
possible referral by him to the Committee and/or the White House. {
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W Pote and David Ryan reviewed the 133-page (double Spaced) SSC{a: aft %
report dated 2/24/76, entitled "Cointelpro: The FBI's Covert Actio
Programs against Amer1can Citizens," at SSC offices for the need a
for classification. Two items appearing in the report requiring ’;
classification of ""Secret' or higher were identified to the SSC and o
will be outlined separately. Upon completion of the review of the (é
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report, the FBI representatives submitted to the SSC staff a brief
statement indicating that because the report was based upon selec~
tive documentation, contained conclusions phrased in a subjective

and condemnatory manner, and because the reviewers were denied
access to depositions and other documentation referred to in the draft,
it was felt no purpose would be served in attempting to refute or con-
tradict conclusions by the draft's authors, and therefore no comment
would be made. Further, the statement indicated a concern that
inadequate consideration was given to the rights of prlvacy of those
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Memorandum to Mr. T. W. Leavitt
Re: Senstudy 75
62-116395

mentioned directly or indirectly in the draft report. The draft, on

its first page, alleges "Cointelpro is the story of decent men who did
terrible things for what they saw as the greater good of the country"
and later editorializes ''the only conclusion that can be drawn from
the cases is that the Bureau considered the First Amendment a danger
to the country, " and these conclusions characterize the overall tenor
of the draft. Numerous selective quotes are incorporated in the
report from documents and depositions, some of which are obviously
out of context. Former Assistant to the Director William C, Sullivan
is cited, as are former Assistant Director Charles D, Brennan and
Section Chief George C. Moore of the INTD, Also, INTD supervisors
Thomas J. Deakin, Russell Horner (retired) and David Ryan are cited
extensively. The report concludes Cointelpros became more damag-
ing to constitutional rights as they progressed,with the latter two
programs targeting Black Nationalists and New Left, the most
offensive. Selective, incomplete summaries of numerous Cointelpro
actions are cited, usually without characterizing the subversive or
extremist nature of the targets or detailing the true objective of the
FBI. While the report indicates the FBI notified the Executive and
Legislative Branches regarding the existence of the Cointelpros, it
downplays this effort by indicating the notification was vague and
incomplete and by citing two former Attorneys General alleged
ignorance of the programs. An effort is made to discredit the review
of the Department (Petersen Committee of the Criminal Division) and
Civil Rights Division review of Cointelpros as incomplete.

ACTION:

That the attached letter enclosing a memorandum setting
forth the comments of the Special Agents who reviewed the draift
report be forwarded to the Attorney General for his information and
for possible referral to the SSC and/or the White House.
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Memorandum to Mr. T, W. Leavitt
Re: Senstudy 75
62-116395

DETAILS:

On 3/2-3/16, Intelligence Division Supervisors Don K,
Pettus, Arthur G. Pote and David Ryan visited the SSC offices at the
Dirksen Office Building to review the 133-page (double spaced)
Committee draft report on discentinued FBI Cointelpros. Barbara
Banoff of the Committee staff made available three copies of the SSC
draft report dated 2/24/76, entitled "'Cointelpro; The FBI's Covert
Action Programs against American Citizens,' which were to be
reviewed for classification. The copies of the draft report were
noted "'Sensitive' and it was indicated each copy was one of 13.

Classification: Two items appearing in the draft report
were deemed by the reviewers to require classification of "Secret!
or higher as their disclosure could jeopardize sensitive sources
and/or techhiques in the foreign intelligence area. These two items
were identified on a separate sheet of paper and furnished to the SSC
on 3/3/76. They are being identified by separate memorandum.

Statement to SSC Staff: Upon completion of the review of
the draft on 3/3/776, the FBI representatives submitted in a sealed
envelope to Miss Banoff a statement reading as follows:

At the invitation of the Senate Select Committee
(8SC) staff, on 3/2-3/76, FBI representatives reviewed
the draft report of the Committee, dated 2/24/76,
entitled, "Cointelpro: The FBI's Covert Action Pro-
grams against American Citizens." Ifems appearing
in this report which require classification have been
separately identified on this date to the SSC staff.

CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum to Mr. T. W. Leavitt
Re: Senstudy 75
62-116395

The SSC draft report is based upon selective docu-
mentation using out-of-context quotes from FBI corre-
spondence and depositions in support of conclusions
which are phrased in a subjective and condemnatory
manner in language calculated to present the Bureau in
a most unfavorable light.

As the entirety of the draft is couched in phrases
intended to indicate the Bureau deliberately violated con-
stitutional rights, and that that violation was in fact its
motive; and as the FBI reviewers had no concurrent
access to the depositions and other documentation
referred to in the draft, it is felt no purpose would be
served in attempting to refute the allegations page by
page. Nor would any valid purpose be served in attempt-
ing to argue with or contradict conclusions reached by
the draft's authors. Therefore, no comment will be
made on the content of the draft.

Finally, it is a matter of concern that inadequate
consideration was given to the rights of privacy of those
mentioned directly or indirectly in the draft, whether
private citizens, organizations which cooperated with
the FBI, or officials.

In reference to the above statement, the FBI reviewers
asked for a copy of SA Ryan's deposition which had previously been
submitted to the Committee so it could be checked against the draft
to verify the accuracy of statements attributed to Ryan in the draft
and also to determine if they had been utilized out of context. After

CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum to Mr. T, W, Leavitt
Re: Senstudy 75
62-116395

checking with the Committee Security Officer, Miss Banoff advised

the FBI reviewers would not be afforded access to any depositions or

other supporting documentation of the Committee.

Editorialization by the SSC: The draft, on its first page,
alleges ""Cointelpro is the story of decent men who did terrible
things for what they saw as the greater good of the country, ' without
any supporting material. Later, and throughout the report, it is
indicated '"The techniques were adopted wholesale from wartime
intelligence, " apparently paraphrasing information furnished to the
Committee by former Assistant to the Director William C. Sullivan
who is cited in the report as describing counterintelligence as
"dirty business.' ''"The unexpressed major premise of programs
(Cointelpros) was that a law enforcement agency has not only the
right but the duty to maintain the existing social and political order
by secretly manipulating thoughts and behavior and to immobilize
those who threaten that order by seeking activity to change it or by
adopting visibly different life styles.' Further in the report,
Cointelpro is described as "a declaration of war on the advocates of
change' and also characterized as a "sophisticated vigilante operation."
The draft attempts to depict the Bureau in a most unfavorable light
by such statements as '""The image of an agent of the U, S. Govern~
ment scrawling a poisoned pen letter to somebody's wife in language
usually reserved for a bathroom's walls is not a happy one. "
Finally, the draft alleges "The instances of attacks on speaking,
teaching, writing and meeting go on and on.' There follow several
examples of "attacks, ' leading to the draft's statement that '"The only
conclusion that can be drawn from the cases is that the Bureau con-
sidered the First Amendment a danger to the country, ' a conclusion
which is felt to be characteristic of the overall tenor of the language
of the draft.

CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum to Mr., T. W. Leavitt
Re: Senstudy 75
62-116395

Quotes from Depositions: Among the present and former
Bureau officials quoted in the draft are former Assistant to the Direc-
tor William C, Sullivan, Assistant Director Charles D. Brennan,
Section Chiei George C. Moore, and Supervisors Thomas J. Deakin,
Russell Horner and David Ryan, all of the INTD, As noted above,
access to the full depositions of these officials is apparently not avail-
able even to those who furnished said depositions.

However, Ryan's deposition is quoted in the draft in
several instances in a manner believed to be inaccurate or at best
distorted to support SSC conclusions. If is indicated in the draft that
Ryan, in his deposition, described "fellow travelers' as "those taking
positions supported by the communists, such as school integration,
increased minority hiring and opposition to HUAC." Although Ryan
recalls defining "fellow travelers" in his deposition, the description
furnished in the draft report is not recalled, is not in his wording,
and is not in accordance with his views.

Also, in a footnote further in the report, a number of

lurid and sexually oriented techniques are cited followed by the state-

ment ""The subject could go on, but the subject is,'as Ryan put it
'degrading. """ Ryan specifically remembers his use of the word
"degrading' was in reference to the insistence of SSC staff members
to discuss sexually oriented techniques to the exclusion of all others
during his deposition, and not to characterize Cointelpro. (Banoff
was orally advised by Ryan on 3/3/16 of this distortion).

Definition of '"New Lefi': In an obvious attempt to support
its contention that the titles of the various Cointelpros and the targets
were vague and ill-defined, the draft report indicates *'nor could any-
one at the Bureau even define 'New Left'" on page 4. This statement

CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum to Mr. T, W. Leavitt
Re: Senstudy 75
62-116395

is again reported on page 9. However, on page 40, in an apparent
selfi-contradiction, the report states "Some agents defined 'New Left'
functionally, by connection with protest. Others defined it by philos-
ophy, particularly antiwar philosophy.’ The draft report ignores the
fact that former Assistant Director Brennan, in his public testimony
before the SSC, was asked to and did define "New Left. " Additionally,
Ryan in his deposition indicated to the SSC he could define '"New Left"
but did not believe it pertinent to his testimony. One former INTD
supervisor is cited in the report as stating in his deposition he was
unable to define ""New Left, ' and that he recalled no specific defini-
tion in Bureau documents.

Emphasis on Black Nationalist and New Left Programs:
While the report indicates over half of all Cointelpro actions were
conducted in the program which targeted the Communist Party, USA
(CPUSA), specific actions in this area are alluded to in a vague and
generalized manner. The report concludes the Cointelpros became
more damaging to constitutional rights as they progressed, with the
final two programs, which targeted Black Nationalists and New Left,
the most offensive. Selective incomplete summaries of numerous
Cointelpro actions targeting such groups. as the Black Panther Party
(BPP) are cited with either no characterization of their propensity
for violence or with incompleté descriptions regarding their extremist
or subversive nature.

A specific example of failure to characterize an organiza-
tion with a propensity for violence occurred in the summary of a
Cointelpro action directed against a member of the Black Liberators.
A characterization of the organization would have disclosed it as a
pseudo military group composed of black militants who sought open
confrontation with the establishment and emulated the BPP in its aims.
In addition to the failure to characterize organizations, no effort was made .

CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum to Mr. T. W. Leavitt
Re: Senstudy 75
62-116395

throughout the draft to outline the true objective of the FBI or to
indicate any positive results were obtained in any instance. Also,

on one occasion the report cites in some detail a suggested technique
of a sensationalist nature which the draft states was 'apparently'
dropped, ignoring a communication furnished to the SSC reflecting
that the proposal had been dropped.

Unreported Cointelpro Activities: Quoting former
Assistant to the Director Sullivan, the draft report states that although
the formal program was instituted in 1956, Cointelpro-type activities
had been conducted by the FBI for years. It cites the originating
Cointelpro document in the CPUSA as indicating an "ad hoc™ Cointelpro
consisting of "harassment' had existed for years primarily operated
by the field offices. The formal Cointelpros are described as an
effort by the FBI to expand and formalize the scope and targets.

The SSC draft comments that it had been advised of two
Cointelpro actions effected after FBI Headquarters issued instructions
that the programs be discontinued and indicates a comprehensive
review of FBI files would undoubtedly uncover numerous others.

To support this contention, the report states the SSC dis-
covered a third instance of Cointelpro action which occurred four
months after termination of the programs. This instance involved
the furnishing of information to a friendly newspaper source under
the so-called "Mass Media Program' intended to discredit an
attorney and his client. A footnote at this point in the report indicates
that Charles Colson spent seven months in jail for similar activity
involving the client.

CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum to Mr. T. W. Leavitt
Re: Senstudy 75
62~116395

An effort is made in the draft report to indicate Cointelpro
actions were conducted under other titles and, as alleged by the
Socialist Workers Party, are still being conducted in the form of
harassment interviews, contacts with employers, etc. The draft
states ", . .actions in the Rev. Martin Luther King case which
cannot, by any stretch of the language, be called *investigative' were
not called Cointelpro, but.were carried under the investigative caption.”

Inciting Violence: The report makes an extensive effort
by citing selective actions to indicate Cointelpro intended to incite
violence, including murders. In what appears to be an cbvious
attempt to characterize the FBI as unconcerned regarding violence,
former Section Chief ""Moore was asked whether the fact no one was
killed was the result of 'luck or plan.' He answered: 'Oh, it just
happened that way, I am sure.'' Numerous examples of actions
directed against the BPP, and particularly the BPP-US feud, are
cited to indicate the FBI incited violence which could be attributed to
actual murders. Frequent reference is made t6 "sniteh jacket' tech-
niques which are described as "labeling a group member an informant
when he is not. " Although this expression is not known to have been
utilized within the Bureau, the report accredits it to former Section
Chief Moore and indicates this technique could well result in violence.
The report does indicate in one instance in 1971 a technique was
""rejected because of the possibility it would result in a target's death.
It downplays these instructions by stating two other unidentified tech-
niques which could result in murder were approved shortly thereafter.

The draft report indicates a separate report is being pre-
pared on disruptive efforts aimed at the Panthers and it ''will examine
in detail the Bureau's attempts to foment violence. "

CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum to Mx. T. W, Leavitt
Re: Senstudy 75
62-116395

Notification: In a more objective treatment, the draft
report sets out in some 15 pages details relating to Bureau documen-
tation alerting members of the Executive Branch, including the
Cabinet, and members of the Legislative Branch to the existence of
the Cointelpros. However, it is indicated that only the CPUSA and
White Hate Programs were discussed in documents notifying offi-
cials outside the Bureau, and in these instances the references to
Cointelpro were generalized or vague. The report emphasized the
Fiscal Year 1963 budget testimony explicitly outlines our Cointelpro
efforts, but questions that such information was ever presented
before the Subcommittee on Appropriations.

Department Review: The draft report criticizes the
Department of Justice review of FBI Cointelpros (Petersen report)
as incomplete, implying cover-up or a lack of penetrative interest,

It is indicated Department attorneys working with the Petersen
Committee were not allowed to work with original Bureau files/docu-
ments and were required to rely on FBI-prepared write-ups which
were incomplete, Portions of legal memoranda which appeared as
exhibits in the original Petersen report, and which have not previ-
ously been publicized, are cited in the SSC draft and thess, too, are
taken out of coniext or limited to support contentions of the SSC. The
SSC draft differs with the conclusions of the Petersen Report in that
interferences with First Amendment rights in the Cointelpros were
"insubstantial™ and also in the Petersen report classification of some
techniques as "'legitimate, " It is indicated that although the Petersen
report concluded infringements upon First Amendment rights consti-
tuted only a small percentage of the overall techniques, the victims
in these instances would not consider the attack upon their rights as
insubstantial.

CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum to Mr. T, W, Leavitt
Re: Senstudy 75
82-116395

In regard to the review of the Cointelpros by representa-
tives of the Civil Rights Division, the SSC draft indicates the decision
that prosecution was not warranted was '"a finding endorsed by
Assistant Attorney General Stanley Pottinger after a hasty two-day
review of the documents in 1975.'" (On 3/3/'76 Ryan pointed out to
Banoff that in his deposition he had indicated he had been present
when representatives of the Civil Rights Division, including Pottinger,
had reviewed the Cointelpro files and he considered the review had
been thorough, both as relates to general and specific areas. Banoff
responded by saying Pottinger, himself, had been interviewed and
had indicated his review had been "hasty.' It is noted Civil Rights
Division attorneys reviewed the five basic Cointelpros on three
separate days and spent an additional day reviewing more recently
uncovered FBI Cointelpro files, )

Miscellaneous: Typical of distortions appearing in the
SSC draft was the statement ""As David Ryan, Chief of the Cointelpro
Unit. . ." which indicates an overall responsibility of Ryan for over-
all Cointelpro activity. (Banoff was advised on 3/3/'76 that in his
deposition he indicated he had been a Unit Chief responsible for
Cointelpro during the period 1963-67, and his primary involvement
was with the CPUSA effort. Banoff agreed the phrase was a distor-
tion and commented she realized Ryan had no involvement with the
Black Nationalist or New Left Programs. )

The SSC draft cites Supervisor Thomas J. Deakin as
", . . the only Bureau witness to have reservations about Cointelpro's
constitutionality, " Continuing, the report states ""Another witness

CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum to Mr. T. W. Leavitt
Re: Senstudy 75
62-116395

gave a more typical response, When asked whether anybody at any
time during the course of the programs discussed their constitution-
ality or legal authority, he replied 'No, we never gave it a thought.'
(Moore deposition),

Information set forth above is typical of the distorted
character of the SSC report. Ryan specifically recalls when he was
being deposed he was questioned if consideration had been given to
the constitutionality of Cointelpro techniques and he responded affirm-
atively. Ryan not only indicated this was a continuing consideration,
but he cited examples. One example which appears in Ryan's deposi-
tion relates to Cointelpro efforts to expose and preclude clandestine
Communist Party use of meeting halls. Ryan advised former
Assistant to the Director Alan H, Belmont had questioned the consti-
tutional proprieties of such action as possible violations of the First
Amendment rights, and efforts had been made to preclude such
infringements. It would appear the SSC staff selectively and deliber-
ately ignores information available to it furnished by witnesses.

Notionals (fictitious organizations) are briefly alluded to
in the draft report. Three examples are given. One relates to an
organization whose members are all Bureau informants. The report
indicates a notional chapter of the W, E. B. DuBois Club was con-

. sidered but never effected. A second type organization is described

as one with unsuspecting (non-informant) members, and in this
example the establishment of a Klan organization under the control

of a Bureau informant (the Confederate Knights of the Ku Klux Klan)

is mentioned; indicating the Bureau paid the informant's expenses in
setting up this 250-member group. The third example relates to an
organization which is wholly fictitious for the purpose of disseminating
propaganda. The Committee for Expansion of Socialist Thought in
America (CESTA) is described as such a group. CESTA attacked the

CONTINUED -~ OVER
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Memorandum to Mr. T. W. Leavitt
Re: Senstudy 75
62-116395

CPUSA from the Marxist right for two years in approximately 1965-67,
Although the SSC draft is not severely critical of CESTA, it makes

no effort to point out evidence indicating the operations was success-
ful, it being noted this information was available to it.

While at the SSC offices, staff member Walter Ricks fur-
nished the FBI reviewers pages 17-52 of the SSC draft report relating
to FBI/Internal Revenue Service (IRS) matters, and specifically to
disclosure by IRS of tax information to the FBI, This report indicates
approximately 200 requests were made by the FBI for tax returns
between 1966 and 1974, and 130 of these were for domestic intelli-
gence or '"'counterintelligence!’ purposes. It is indicated the 130
requests primarily related to New Left and black extremist matters,
Although a large portion of this report cites the use of tax informa-
tion for Cointelpro purposes, the reviewers advised Ricks they were
not primarily responsible for reviewing this section of the SSC draft
report.

- 13 -
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The Attorney General

NOTE : !
A copy of referenced SSC request 1s attached below

the yellow of this letterhead memorandum (LHM). In respect

to the current SSC request for a list or itemization, the

following should be noted. J. Y. Deegan to Mr. V. R. Wannall

memorandum 12/18/75, reported the request of Mr. Shaheen of

the Depertment for a list of the reported 25 COINTELPRO~type

activities the FBI engaged in against King., He stated that

the request was channeled to him from the Attorney General

through rhilip Vhite of the Criminal Division. Ve then prepared

such an informel listing and delivered a copy to Shaheen as

noted in the Deegan memorandum and we noted that with little

exception, all the meterial referred to on the list had

previously been given to the SSC, including underlying documents,

In connection with the current SSC request, Mr. Shaheen vas

consulted by Supervisor S. F. rhillips of the SENSTUDY 75 Project

and he agreed that it was unnecessary to prepare any actuel

list or itemization but merely refer the SS5C to its prior

requests and our responses thereto. This has been done in

the LHM now going forward.

{ HW 55166 DocId:32989587 Page 17
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- Mr. J. B. Adams

- Mr., J. A, Mintz

(1 - Y¢, P, V. Daly) |
Mr. T. W. Leavitt

- Mr., S. F. Phillips .

62-116395 March 3, 1976 MJ “
| on!% AL

11

e gl
U, S. SENATE SELECT CoMMITIEE To pats.M-B-@2- ‘

STUDY GUVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH

‘ ‘ RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (5SC)

o
| /i
N

N -
1

‘ Reference is mede to SSC letter dated Februory 19,
1976, which indicated that on November 19, 1975, FBI Leputy
&ssoclate Director James B. Adams testified before the Committee
thet there had been "25 incidents of FBI harassment with respect
to Martin luther King, Jr."” The SSC requested an itemization
of the incidents to vhich Mr, Adems was referring. The request
also noted the assumption of the SSC that all underlying
meteriels perctaining to each of the incidents had been previously
supplied to the Committee and that in the event this was not
the cese, the SSC desired copies of such mrterizls.,

In connectien with Mr. Adams® testimony it is noted
that at one point he was questioned by SSC Chaizmen Frank Church
about FBI efforts to discredit King. In answering a specific
question zs to the efforts of the FBI to prevent King from
having en eudience with the Fope, Adams steted, “There were
epproximately 25 incidents, I believe, of actions taken in this
regard, 1 think Mr, Schwarz has those evailable, thet I would
lump basieally all of them into the same situstion . . , .°

| At the time of Mr. Adems' testimony, his refevence
| auec.on. 0 “approximately 25 incldents" was not based on any list or
., priosiitemization” of such incidents which' the FBI mey have compiled.

s ov. Hather, he was referring in epproximetesnumbers and general

Com g ¥eTS to the mumber of incidents whereby the FBI hed taken

Ex. m.,c.,.actions concerning King vhich could be deseribed as “'discrediting
iles & Com. _

Gen. Inv.
ident,

This document is prepared in response to your request end is not folf dissemi-
Inspection

intell nation outside your Commitiee. Its use is limited to official prockedings by
" —8FP:eks @W your Commitiee and the content may not be disclosed to unouthorize DPErson-

Laboratery 7%

Legal Coun. Q) nel without the express approval of the FBI .

e ba-163557=— [l L@ N
g _ ;}}h ORIGINAL AND ONE COPY TO AG ' \
D?r:cp::n;c:;‘-: ROOM[ ] TELETYPE UNIT [:tﬂ\duutﬂd @u@j\ GPO : 1875 O - 594120
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| SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

- King, and concerning which the SSC hed previeusly been furnished

considerable documentation. We are therefore now referring .

the S8C to the following specific SSC requests and FBI réplies
thereto vhich contain the information availeble in FBI files,

iacluding underlying dacuments, cencern&ng these 1ncidents-

SSC request ‘dated August 20, 1975, Part VII, Item 16&,-

| was responded to by FBI memoxandum dated September 18, 1975.
- This concerned the anonymous mailing of a tape end 1ettar to-.

King -end it should be noted that this alleged incident has never
been esteblished from the official files of the FBI as an
official FB1 action or with afficial FBI appruval.

ssc request dated September 29, 1975 ‘Item 19, was
responded to by FBI memorandum dated’ Gctober 16 1973, This
concerned an FBI plan to encourege the teplacemena of King
as a leader in the eivil rights movement with another black
individual, _

SSC request dated July 8 1975, Items la aad b, was

_‘reSponded to by FBI memorandum ﬁated September 22, 1975.
_This request concerned materiels relsting to FBI contacts and

dissemination of information about King outsiée the Executive.‘

_'FBraneh of the chernment.

sse request’ dated October 15, 1975; was*réspdndéd'

. to by FBI memorandum dated November 6, 1975. Furnished to

the 8SC were documents which specifically used the termiaology

' tdiscredit! or "neutralize" in referance to King.

1 - The Attprney General

DocId:32989587 Page 19 -+




OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL

-

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20530

cER 920 1976

TO: John A. Mintz, Assistant Director
Legal Counsel Division
Federal Bureau of Investigation

FROM: Michael E. Shaheen, Jr.
Special Counsel for Intelligence
Coordination

SUBJECT: Senate Select Committee Request Dated February 19, 1976

Attached is a letter from the Senate Select ,
Committee dated February 19, 1976. Please arrange T
for an appropriate response.

W" | o - ,

cc: Paul Daly

. DaeTd:32989587.




m‘u( TIRUMCH, 1DAHO, CHAIRMAN .-

. e JOFSI G. TOWER, TEXAS, VICE CHAIRMAN, 4
PHILLP A, HART, MICH, HOWARD H. BAKER, NN.
EALTER F. MONDALE, MINN. BARRY GOLOWATER,WZ,

WALTER D, HUDDLESTON, KV, CHARLES MC C. MATHIAS, JR.,, MD,
ROBERT MORGAN, N.C. ¢ RICHARDSS. SCHWEIKER, PA,

aAmY sAnT, coLo @Cﬂﬁcb SDiates Benafe. - i

WILLIAM G, MILLER, STAFF DIRCCTOR
FREDERICK A. 0. SCHWARZ, JR., CHIEF COUNSEL,
* CURTIS R. SMOTHERS, MINORITY COUNSEL, SELECT COMMIYTEE TO
' STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH

RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES
(PURSUANT TO S. RES. 21, 5{TH CONGRESS)

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

‘ | ' February 19, 1976

| ' Michael E. Shaheen, Jr., Esq. T
Special Counsel for Intelligence Coordlnatlon '
Office of Deputy Attorney General

U. S. Department of Justice

Washington, D.C. 20530

Dear Mike: ‘ ¢

On November 19, 1975, Deputy Associate Director
James Adams testified before the Committee that there
havebeen 25 incidents of FBI harrassment with respect
to Martin Luther Xing, Jr. I would appreciate your
providing us with an itemization of the incidents to which Co
Mr. Adams was referring.

I assume that all underlying materials pertaining to
each of these incidents have been previously supplied to
the Committee. However, in the event that that is not
the case, I would appreciate your forwarding copies of such
naterials as soon as possible.

Your cooperation is appreciated.

- : : Sincerely,

' ,,A,frwﬂc/ -

\ . " ( /3ohn T. E11iff
' Director :
Domestic Intelligence Task Force

o

‘ Hi'! 5516.6 DDEI.d 3293.95-3'}" Paqe 21 i




5-140 (Rev. 1-21-74) FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20535
) Senate Select Committee
Addressee: 3/3/7 z

[OLTR ([(ALHM [Memo [T Report dated y

Caption of Document: R€ SS5C let 2/19/76 concerning
11/19/75 Deputy Assoc. Director Adams' 1
téstimony before SSC. Request for itemization
off "25 incidents of FBI harassment of King."

Originating Office: _EBT - ]
MW Date: ’;// g‘// Z/

Delivered by:

Received by:
Title: A&V{

Return this receipt to the Intelligence Division, FBl
i e e e A = R S — T

st e o 5 gl
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. : SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE
) CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE BEFORE COMPLETING.

TO: Intelligerrce Community Staff FROM:
ATTN: Central Index FBI

SUBJECT: Abstract of Information Provided to Select Committees

1. HOW PROVIDED (check appropriate term, If a document was made available 2. DATE PROVIDED

for review but not transmitted, so note.)
3/3/76

X | pocument | | srierinG | [ inTervIEw | | TesTiMONY | [ oTHER

3. TO WHOM PROVIDED (check appropriate term; add specific names if appropriate)

X | ssc

HSC

4. IDENTIFICATION (provide descriptive data for documents; give name or identification number of briefer,
interviewee, testifier and subject)

Memorandum

5. IN RESPONSE TO (list date and item number if in response to formal request, other- 6. CLASSIFICATION OF
wise state verbal request of (name), initiative, subpoena, etc.) INFORMATION (enter|
U, ¢, S, TS or

SSC letter 2/19/76 Codeword)
U

7. KEY WORDS (enter the appropriate key words from the list provided separately; if key words not listed are
used underline for emphasxs)

g Operating procedures
Information handling

8. SUMMARY (see reverse side before completing this item)

Information furnished explaining the "25 incidents of FBI
harassment with respect to Martin ILuther King, Jr.," as
testified to by J. B. Adams 11/19/75.

cnsws  TREAT AS VELLOW

AJD:1hb ORIGINAL VIA LIAISON TO CENTRAL COMMUNITY INDEX
(4) IN CONNECTION WITH SENSTUDY 75,

-

<.

CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE

3791 (6-75) !

HW 55166 DocId:32989587 Page 23
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INSTRUCTIONS

e Type or print clearly in ink.
e Indicate classification of the abstract top and bottom.
e Date the abstract and put on any internal control numbers required.

e 'FROM" entry should clearly identify the organization providing the
information.

e If additions (as when a copy of document sent ta SSC is later sent to
HSC) or changes to a previously submitted form are necessary, submit a
copy of the original abstract, with the change indicated.

0

SPECIFIC ITEM NO. 8. SUMMARY - enter brief narrative statement describing

DocId:32989587

substance of information and showing relationship to Intelligence Community
matters if appropriate. Any feedback or evidence of investigatory interests
should be noted. Commitments made to supply additional information should be
noted. Additionally, certain administrative information may be entered, here,
e.g., restrictions on review of a document, if document was pataphrased, whether
interviewee is current or former employee, etc. If actual documént‘br transcrift
is provided, that fact should be noted and no summary is required. *Additional
pages may be attached if necessary.

¥

Page 24




.~ T - » . ‘1~Mr.J‘Adams
1 -~ Mr, J. A. Mintz
. 1l ~ Mr, T. W. Leavitt
l « Mr, S, F. Phllllps
\ - The pftorney General March 18, 1976
% ' "'F e, o §
it - ; - - i
;‘J/J“ DPirector, FBI (L // 0 /5’[{
b ReC1T5 o w08
" U. S. SENATE SELECT COMMITIEE GRMATION CONTATNED
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) ALT INF Wcmss‘lﬂ'@
HEREIN is BY 5?'3 Al
patE )| =09
N
5Y
Enclosed is the original of a memorandum, o
with attachment, concerning an interview of FBI Special b
Agent Francis T. Leonard by an SSC Staff Member., Also -«
enclosed is a copy of the memorandum, with attachment, =
for forwarding to Mr, James A. Wilderotter, Associate c
Counsel to the President, T
Enclosures (4) :
5
62~116395
1 ~ The Deputy Attorney General “;
Attention: Michael E, Shaheen, Jr. e
Special Counsel for =
Intelligence Coordination =
1 -~ 67~ (Persomnel File SA Francis T. Leonard) //g‘
/=

Q) sJM:1nb lhlo
)\&’ (10)
- - SEGRET MATERIAL ATTASHT

Assoc. Dir.

A
Dep. AD Adm. — . / Syst Laboratory....maue
ED: Comp. SYystu........ N
Dep. AD Inv. ATPROV r/“ﬁ“ Lagal Coun %?/ JA

LAY

Asst. Dir.: Assoc. Dir. €007 Ext. Affairs.........  Legal Coum,...5 R
::*m‘":r Dep. AD Adm ......... XY T b1 LV — Plan. & Eval....ccousis " %\3\3
Comp. Syst. Q‘JA Dep.-AD Invi 3.__,._’\.,. | Fa T 13 R Rec. Mgmt....cccccuens ) \)

Ext. Affairs Asst. Dir.: & lnspectlon...?...... Spe'c._ INVereeemnereeceen : ﬂ Y

Files & Com. — ., |, /0 gp ¢ Adriif.... Lntell":v\/.,,...‘......,‘ & TraINING e irsnsstansoseinds

Gen. Inv. .t H N i ¢ e [ - |

{dent. ‘ - , -
Inspection . ‘}‘( B e
intell. IS A .

Laboratory oot ) 7‘-;;/‘; / . ‘ 6

Legal Coun. — \\J 5 g
Plan. & Eval.
Spec. lnv. TO BE HAND-DELIVERED BY THE OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL AFFAIRS If

Training

' Telephone Rm. __ -
Dirgetor Sec’y — _ MAILROOM[ ] TELETYPE UNIT [ 5 7. %w GPO 1975 © - 534-120
8 490N T.6.0978,000567 '
Y . e .
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Mr.. B. Adams

Mr, J. A. Mintz
Mr, T. W. Leavitt
Mr, S. F. Phillips
- Mr, S. J. Miller

>
el
T 1.1 3 1

62-116393 tarch 18, 1976

XV U. S. SEWATE SELECT COMIITTEE TO

lﬁ(“@ <’  STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH
xa‘%;& Y/ ROSPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)
S5
S RE: INTERVIEY OF FBI SPECIAL AGENT (SA)
RICHY FRANCIS 7. IEONARD BY AW SSC STAFF
S MEMBER
o
The following concorns an interview on
February 27, 1976, of FBI SA Francis T, lecomard by an
SSC Staff Hember, T e,
SA ieonard’s report of the zresults of the
interview is contained in a memorandum dated March 2, 1976,
a copy of which is attached.
Inclosure
1 =~ 67» (Personnel File SA Francis T, Leonard)
. SJM:1hb [hlo | -
(9 SECRET MATERIAL ATTAGHZD
\ NOTE:

By Bureau teletype to SAC, Boston, 2/23/76,
Aoee - SA Leonard was advised that the SSC had requested his
per. A0 Iv. _ gppearance for interview., He was released from existing
Aees. D employment agreement for the purpose of the interview,

B
comp. sy which was to concern Leonard's knowledge of the Bureau's ‘D\\ @x
Q\i

Ext, Affairs

Files & com, _ 1iTIV@Stigation of Martin Luther King, Jr., the SCLC and
Stanley David lLevison, ,

Gen. Inv.
{dent.

""ROVED: é{%omp. 8y i.m...  Laboratory..

Ins pection A -oc. Dir, gt Ext. Affoir. ... Legal Coun...

Intell. Dep. AD Adm......... Gen. lnv. . ... Plan. & EVal..eere

Laboratary ____ @«.”‘ Dep. AD vy, Idntres wrene REC. MEMEeeresesoreca

Legal Coun. ___ Aast. Dir. lnspecﬁon._;._”»r SpeC. NV necassnens g—/

:;:::’i‘ni“"' - \</ Admin _ Inteit e T s Traiing e escnsiasss [) ~

Training Qy)
Telephone Rm. —

Director Sec’y . MAIL ROOM[__1 TELETYPEUNIT[ ] . L / /,‘ e / 5/?@:\975 0 - 594120
o -~ . /1‘;) -
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FD-36 (Rev. 2-14-74) " i

!
|
|
!
|
I
|

FBI
Date:  3/2/76 A
PORMATIDN COIPALILD
Transmit the following i AT TRFORME
rensmil the Toflowing In (Type in plaintext or code) mﬁﬂ%b WSSI‘EW L \’ é
oats ) [R(0 O BYSFarBina=s
via  AIRTEL .
(Precedence) |
N B _
TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (Attention: INTD - S. F. PHILLIBS)
ROM: SAC, BOSTON (66-4117)
/ T
| UBJECT:: SENSTUDY 75 )
i " |
} ReButel to Boston 12/23/75 informing that the Senate
( Select Committee (SSC) had requested SA FRANCIS T. LEONARD be
made available for interview by that committee.
&\ \
~v§ Enclosed herewith is the original and eight copies of
{ an LHM reflecting SA LEONARD's interview by SSC Staff Member
N MICHAEL EPSTEIN in Washington, D. C., on 2/27/76. A
1 & }&\-— )
N
AV
3
@
<
N
N é 2)— Bureau (Encs. 9)
‘m;é - Boston 1
TSae FTL/bbr \ %
(3) @gw\
At
L
I.f" f-,\‘
ME}
\‘ (/) '
Approved: Sent M  Per

Special Agent in Charge
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Rauting Slip

0-7 (Rev. 12-17-73)

TO: SAC:

[ Albany

{7 Albuquerque
[ Alexandria
[J Anchorage
3 Atlanta

{7 Baltimore
] Birmingham
Boston

{3 Houston

[ Indianapolis
Jackson

[ Jacksonville

] Kansas City

]} Knoxville

3 Las Vegas

{1 Little Rock

{1 Buffalo 1 Los Angeles
{1 Butte {1 Louisville
] Charlotte {1 Memphis

[} Chicago ] Miami

) Cincinnati [ Milwaukee
[} Cleveland {_) Minneapolis
] Columbia {1 Mobile

(] Dallas (] Newark

1 Denver New Haven
[ Detroit {3 New Orleans
(] El Paso ] New York City
{_1 Honolulu {1 Norfolk

RE:  SENSTUDY 75

N

. _(Copies to .es Checked)

. TO LEGAT:

[ Oklahoma City ] BeirutT

Omaha [ ] Bern
[] Philadelphia [] Bonn

Phoenix [} Brasilia
[ Pittsburgh [} Buenos Aires
{1 Portland [} Caracas
1 Richmond [ 1 Hong Kong
[ Sacramento __1'London

St. Louis (] Madrid
[] Salt Lake City 1 Manila
{7 San Antonio [ | Mexico City
[ San Diego [] Ottawa
{ ] Sen Francisco [} Paris
[} San Juan (1 Rome
{1 Savannah [ Singapore
[ Seattle [ Tel Aviv
] Springfield ] Tokyo
] Tampa
(1 Washington Field
{3 Quantico

Date 3/ 18/ 76

ReBSairtel 3/2/76, captioned as above.

Retention

For appropriate

[ For information {_] optional [X] action [} Surep, by

{1 The enclosed is for your information. If used in a future report, ] conceal all
sources, [ ] paraphrase contents.

[ Bnclosed are corrected pages from report of SA
dated

-

Remarks:

LHM enclosed with referenced airtel has been
classified #Beefets" Category 2, Classifying
Officer 2047, Indefinite, Boston should classify

its copy accordingly.
ngr W
4

ALY, mrommn&%um
mm:m 1S  UNCLASSIFIED
DATE 0 BY

Inc.
Bufile 62-116395

urfile 66-4117

DocId: 32959587 Page 29
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

In Reply, Please Referto Boston, Massachusetts . [elg

File No. //’ . R
- March 2, 1976 " "% ’
- R DE*W
. _ QB A

SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

INTERVIEW OF SPECIAL AGENT FRANCIS T. LEONARD BY SSC STAFF
MEMBER MICHAEL EPSTEIN

On Friday, February 27, 1976, at approximately 10:30
A. M., Special Agent Francis T. Leonard, who is currently
assigned to the Boston Division, met with SSC Staff Member
Michael Epstein in a room on the sixth floor of the 01d Senate
Office Building, Washington, D. C.

Special Agent Leonard was not provided with a warning
as to his rights nor was he placed under oath at the outset of
the interview.

The only two occupants of the room at the outset of
this interview were Leonard and Epstein. Epstein ascertained
from Leonard that he had entered on duty as a Special Agent
with the FBI on August 6, 1951, and had been assigned to the
New York Office from April 1955 to May 1967. Leonard stated
that during the period from 1955 through approximately 1964,
his work entailed investigations regardlng the internal securlty
of the United States.,

Epstein inquired as to what role Leonard played in the
investigation of one Stanley David Levison. Leonard replied that
he was the case Agent of the Stanley David Levison investigation
during the late 1950s and early 1960s although he could not be
sure of the exact years because of the extensive period of time
that has elapsed since he was involved n that investigation.
Epstein queried Leonard as to his recollection of how he became
the case Agent in the Levison case, and Leonard replied that *o
the best of his recollection the Levison case was reopened and
assigned to him based on new information that Levison was a

secret member of the Communist Party of the United States (CPUSA).

This decument contains neither
recommendations nor conclusisus
of the FBL. It is the properiy
aftheFBianﬁislnaneﬂtuynur
agency; it and its contents are .
not to e distributed outside Date of
your agency. }

CLOSURE. L )% // 51{[

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION af@
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SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

INTERVIEW OF SPECTAL AGENT FRANCIS T. LEONARD BY SSC STAFF
MEMBER MICHAEL EPSTEIN

At this point Epstein stated wasn't it in fact Levison's
association with Martin Luther King, Jr., that led to the
reopening of the case and Leonard replied that he was positive
that was not the reason for the reopening of the case but
rather information regarding Levison's activities with the
CPUSA. Epstein inquired as to specifically what these '
activities of Levison's were and Leonard refused to reveal

| them because he felt that by so doing, he may Jjeopardize the

| security of a highly reliable source of the Bureau that had

| furnished the information regarding Levison. Leonard further
explained that he felt this would be in violation of the agree-
ment between the Bureau and the Committee if he should reveal
this information.

Epstein then showed Special Agent Leonard a memorandum
bearing his name to the SAC, New York, dated August 22, 1862,
entitled Stanley David Levison and asked Leonard if he recalled
the memo. Special Agent Leonard stated that he did not recall
the memo but that undoubtedly it was his memo and appeared to
be a characterization of Stanley David Levison. Epstein then
inquired as to what the procedure was for formulating such a
characterization and it was explained to him by Special Agent
Leonard to the best of his knowledge. At this point Epstein
stated that he would prefer to continue the interview with the
presence of a court stenographér and asked if Special Agent
Leonard had any objection to that. Special Agent Leonard
replied that he had no objection to a court stenographer being
present. At this point the interview was terminated at -approxi-
mately 11:05 A. M. ‘

The interview was resumed at 11:25 A. M. in the same
room with the court stenographer present and all the informa-
tion discussed in the first interview was repeated for the
benefit of the court stenographer up to and including the dis-
cussion regarding the characterization of Stanley David Levison
dated August 22, 1962. At that point in the second interview,
Epstein held up a report on Martin Luther King, Jr., written
by Special Agent John Elliott of the New York Office. Epstein
asked Leonard if he knew Elliott and he replied that he did. ‘He
did not make the report available to Leonard but Epstein then

Sent

-
%
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'SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

INTERVIEW OF SPECIAL AGENT FRANCIS T. LEONARD BY SSC STAFF
MEMBER MICHAEL EPSTEIN

asked Leonard if he was aware of any relationship between
Stanley David Levison and Martin Luther King prior to Leonard
being assigned the case Agent of the Levison investigation.
Leonard replied that he was not. At this point Epstein
referred to page 17 of Elliott's report and gave the follow-
ing four dates: December 26, 13956; September 24, 1958;
January 18, 1959; and May 6, 1960; on which it was reported
by sources of the FBI that there was a relationship between
Stanley David Levison and Martin Luther King, Jr.

At this point Epstein produced-another memorandum
written by Special Agent Leonard to the SAC, New York, dated
July 26, 1963, which was another characterization of Stanley
David Levison stating that he was a secret member of the CPUSA.
Epstein asked Leonard if he recalled writing such a memorandum
and he replied that although he did not recall it, obviously
it was a memorandum written by hima that time. Again Epstein
and Leonard discussed the administrative procedure that would
be used by the New York Office to make up a characterization
card regarding an individual. During this portion of the con-
versation, Epstein asked Leonard if he knew the identity of
the Agent who handled the highly reliable source that was
used to characterize Stanleéy David Levison. Leonard stated
that he did know the identity of the Agent but refused to
disclose it because by so doing it could lead to the identifica-
tion of this highly reliable source of information. At this
point Epstein asked Leonard what he meant when he said Levison
was a secret member of the Communist Party and Leonard pointed
out to Epstein that it was not Leonard but the source of this
information who described Levison as a secret member of the
Communist Party and that Leonard was merely repeating that for
the purpose of making a characterization of Levison. Epstein
then asked Leonard, what his definition was of a secret member
of the CP and Leonard said he could only give his own definition
because he was not aware of the criteria that Bureau headquarters
or the New York Office would have for such a definition. Epstein
stated that he desired Leonard to give his own definition which
he furnished as follows: ,

DocId: 32959587 Page 32
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"SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

INTERVIEW OF SPECIAL AGENT FRANCIS T. LEONARD BY SSC STAFF
MEMBER MICHAEL EPSTEIN

1. An individual that would not openly take
part in any CPUSA function such as a national
convention or state or district convention.

2. An individual who would not be carried on any
membership list.

3.. Not to be a card carrying member of the CP.

4. ©Not to be publicly associated with any known
members of the CP, socially or otherwise.

Leonard further stated that a secret member would be an
individual who adhered to and supported the principle of the
CPUSA, that is, to overthrow the United States Government by
force and viclence and that a secret member would make a

that goal whether it be financial or otherwise.

. Epstein then asked if the FBI made any effort to
establish Stanley David Levison's connection with the CPUSA
other than that which was furnished by the highly reliable
source referred to earlier in this memorandum. Leonard stated
that there was a constant effort made by physical surveillances
and contact with other sources of information to determine a
relationship between Stanley Levison and other CP members.
Epstein asked if Leonard participated in any physical surveillances
of Stanley Levison and Leonard stated that he did recall taking
part in such physical surveillances but could not recall the
results of these surveillances.

Epstein and Leonard then discussed memoranda regard-
ing technical surveillances of Stanley David Levison in very
general terms. Epstein asked if Leonard could recall any
evidence of Stanley Levison influencing the civil rights movement
at the direction of the CPUSA and Special Agent Leonard answered
that he could not.

The interview was terminated with two last questions,
one regarding the fact that if Special Agent Leonard had

SEGREF

T
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knowledge that microphdnes were installed at one time or another

in the hotel rooms of Martin Luther King and Leonard answered
that he had recollection of general information to that effect

and, secondly, did Special Agent Leonard know William Sullivan

(presumably former Assistant Director William Sullivan) and
Special Agent Leonard replied his only personal relationship
with Sullivan was when Sullivan lectured to Leonard's training
class in 1951.

The interview was terminated at approximately 1:35 P.

on February 27, 1976.

This document contains neither recommendations nor
conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is
loaned to your agencys; it and its contents are not to be dlS—
tributed outside your agency.
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UNITED STATES GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE &’l/ ’ix%. S t R
BEx Tfairs
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20548 . Goray”
T \ Gen. Inv.
7/) f{}g Ident. L
GENERAL GOVERNMENT - (9 \\(? %nsz)ectig A
DIVISION ﬁ,moglb erxt‘.;:l;ﬂ*;‘;y
B-179296 mmm MAR 101976 g;aer; fy}-ﬂval. —:
- I:‘(éx]{ QO { _____
Teleph '52 Rm. __;

Director Sec’y ___
Y.

The Monorable Harold R. Tyler
Dep‘ty Attorney General
Départment of Justice

'Dear Judge Tyler:

e A o S AT et

In your Tetter of February 10, 1976, you indicated that the
Department and the FBI are prepared to cooperate with us in respond-
ing to the request of the Government Information and Individual
Rights Subcommittee of the House Committee on Government Operations,
provided existing guidelines and agreements established between the
Department and GAO are honored. The Subcommittee had requested that
we review and describe all Tists and indices of individuals maintained
by the FBI for investigative purposes.

1 We have discussed with the Subcommittee staff your proposal and

the guidelines under which we reviewed and reported on the FBI's
domestic intelligence operations. The Subcommittee staTf believes
the proposed arrangement and existing guidelines are generally
satisfactory.

S$¢_&
AN

It is our intention in this review. as well as in future reviews
of FBI programs and activities, to observe the general rules governing
the nandiing and disciosure of information which we established with
the FBI pursuant to the domestic intelligence review.’ In this regard,
we will take all necessary precautions to protect any documents pro-

4 vided to us and will honor any security classifications applied to
! those documents. A11 information will be treated in the greatest
confidence and in accordance with FBI security standards to prevent
even inadvertent release of sensitive information. As we did with
our report on the FBI's domestic intelligence operations, issued
February 24, 1976, we will give the FBI the opportunity to review
the draft report on the results of our aud1t tq_debelp1ne whether

RECBL . éa’z
e A

X
b1MARB 11676

LHH 55166

B MAR 24 1976
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it contains any sensitive information which the FBI believes might
compromise its operations.. Also, if during our review we receive
any requests for specific Department and/or FBI documents or files,
we will refer the requestor to the Department or FBI.

We are prepared to abide by the above ground rules; however, as
stated in my letter of December 30, 1975, to you, we must have access
to all persons and all records and documentation necessary to conduct
our review and answer the Subcommittee's request. We do not presently
foresee the need for investigative files to complete our review. We
cannot preciude that possibility, however, and would have to insist
on access to such files if the need arises.

Although any guidelines and agreements estabiished between GAO
and. the Department pursuant to our review of FBI activities would be
honored regardless of which GAO auditors are involved, the review for
the Subcommittée will be conducted by the same staff that conducted
the domestic intelligence review. Since the Subcommittee requested
our review in November 1975, the staff would 1ike to begin work at
FBI Headquarters as soon as possible in order to expedite our response.
We will coordinate with FBI officials in this regard.

We appreciate your cooperation in this matter.

Sincerely yours,

ad
]

{

J
Victor L¥Towe

“Divector

0.C:

cc: The Honorable Clarence M. Kelley
Director, Federal Bureau of
Investigation
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OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10

5010-106 )
MAY 1962 EDITION had - P
UNITED STATES G!! VERNMENT ‘ Assoc. Dir.
Dep. AD Adm. __
M emomna’um A
%‘;&l.'l il Admin,
Comp. Syst. ___
X‘ Ext.pAfszirs —_—
DATE: 3/18/76 Files & Com.
Gen. Inv.
ﬁmoﬂlb ::::;.cfion
magm IS WGLQSSIEI@ . * Plon. & Eval,
M - AL Y, Spec. Inv.
O e ’ Training

Legal Coun.

Telephone Rm. __

. Director Sec’y

Reference memorandum captioned as above dated
March 10, 1976, concerning July 18, 1943 Attorney General
Memorandum ordering destruction of thefﬂustodlal.Detentlon

the%éeeurlty Index.

T o=

PURPOSE:

e Ee

i
The purpose of this memorandum is to report results r}/Xfl
of efforts conducted to date by Records Management Division {%ﬁﬁfﬁ/
to locate certain materials related to captioned matter, as -
requested in rememo. '

DETATLS:
E— E}GI15 ' Qy;Lfv/Z,
Referenced memorandum recommended that Files and
Communications Division (now Records Management Division)
continue efforts to lecate additional documentation pertaining
to formulation of Security Index and leading to promulgation

1943 ;eontaini ng=——

/{5 _Jﬁﬂgg

7 NAR 25 1976

To date the Service Unit of the Records Manpagement
Division has conducted extensive and exhaustive research in this
effort. Based upon the information set out in rememo all logical
avenues of research have been pursued, and it is believed that
all pertinent documents extant have been furnished to appro-
priate personnel of the Intelligence Division.

RECOMMENDATION:
/\ None. For information. \\33\/ . \g
\ ¢
- g
GWM:cag \
@), o
1 - Division 5 5 J
Attention: T. J. MeNiff
8 4 MAR 3 0 1976
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! GoA GEN. REG, NO. 27

i

\

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Assoc, Dire o .

‘1 - Mr. J. B. Adams o
M@M-O?’&ﬂd@im TOP BECRET "1 - Mr. T. W. Leavitt  Asst.0i .

"1l -~ Mr., B, C. Peterson Admin, "\\

. Comp. Syst. .. .
g Ext. Affairs X }"
TO ‘A\Mr., T. W. Leav }\jf’%\i ‘ fﬂl DATE:  3/16/76 Files & Com.
’ Gend Inve e

1 - Mr. M. J. Steinbeck o

h\spucuon ;
FROM : . C. Peter\v‘« 1 /’ lntoll
J R

Lohortncry .___
Plou, & Eval, 4

\

)

Director Sec'y .}

-

1L o
’ SLngECT:jZ;;;;\B

INTERNAL SECURITY - RUSSIA

Spec. Inv.

Training

Legal Coun.

TYelephone Rm.

| ’ <
PURPOSE :

Pe - Q#

7} ) This advises material prlnted in.Senate Select \
Commlttee (SSC)documents could compromlse SOLO OperatIGﬁT“

o T e+ ) j}

" SYNOPSIS ¢ K\

SSC Hearings, that have been published and released f\\

to the news media, contain references regardlng CPUSA Lundlnqz‘
from the Soviet Union. The CPUSA funding is channelized ﬁ
through SOLO operation and our Chicago Office feels this could ’
terminate the SOLO operation. We belleve excisions of documents
furnished to SSC were made properly and some examples of
previous disclosures are listed herein. A conference is
scheduled for 3/17/76 at FBIHQ to analyze extent of damage,
Evalue of this operation, and future action.

%

rd

QBIGINAL FILED &Y

RECOMMENDATIONS :

None. For information you will be kept advised of ,

pertinent details. 6 REGS 13 4 e NP %.,:
*4 .;" / { : -
C { - S,, 3 el ""’"’-“»‘m LATNTE S rARYE
('l' ‘4)"4&0' f;‘(
Nif -
m y 7 1R 24 B76
- 1".fb
APPROVED: » . Comp, Syst....... ., babocotary, -
AsSOC. Dititaviiein EXL Affalrs.. 8 L Sl ol e
Dep. AD Adn......... Gen. In Fler. & Eval.. o
/A b et DL T o a! .............
‘AZ:?. Sll‘).lnv&.'.:y.i(/igc . Roc. Mamb, o
/\dr;lin ) j et 1""{'::" Sees. lav... -
] . ST LLL o T ot ol 2t Wigining., et e
100-428091 ’ -a" -
oz 75T
/ Gank RECORDED -
MJS tded . ! .. Q‘\\\“umm or ORY NOT
L saea . ; .

: 1976 o

(5) . CO\ITIT\TU 9 3?‘\ i
T‘Sﬁzé@‘:'r —_—
Classified\py 3676 AT

Lxempt from\GDS, C Lateuorlﬁ*A i&ﬁ 3 !
Date of Dedl\ssiEHERLERF FREPR e
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TOP )BECRET ®

e ————-———Memorandum—to Mr. T, W, Leavitt™
Re: Solo
100-428091

We believe the excisions were made properly as the
reasons for excisions do not pinpoint the SOLO operation and
the information is described as coming from several sources. .

Previous references to SOLO data have been made
public and this operation has continued for over 24 years.
Some examples of prior disclosures are: (1) Newspaper article
by Victor Riesel on 4/14/64 which published the agenda for a

- highly secret CPUSA meeting which was reported on by CG 5824;
" (2) Another article by Riesel on 5/14/64 which comments on
"Moscow Gold," the Soviet funding of the CPUSA; (3) The
_printed report of the Committee on the Judiciary, House of
.Representatives, considering the impeachment of former: .
President Nixon which was made available to the public in
mid-1974 contains on Page 408, Book VII, Part I, a phrase
from the Huston report that the CPUSA receives most of its
finances from the Soviet Union; (4) John Barron's 1974 book
"KGB" identified NY 694's Soviet contact as V. A. Chuchukin as
a KGB officer and described . him as a di:information officer;
and (5) The 12/1/75 issue of "Time Magazine" reports the basis
for FBI investigation of Martin Luther King was information
received in 1963 from two high—level‘CPUSA officials regarding
communist party penetration of King's organization. As a result
of the publication of the "KGB" book, the Soviets suspended the
SOLO operation for six months.

v

A conference has been scheduled to be held 3/17/76
Wlth representatlves of Chicago and New York Offices in
attendance at FBIHQ. We will-discuss the extent of damage to
this operation based upon the current release of information
. _in the SSC Hearings, the value of the SOLO operationr, and future———
course of action. T
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TOP J$ECRET

Memorandum to Mr, T. W. Leavitt
Re: Solo

T TTTTTTTTTIO0S42809T

DETAILS:

SOLO is our code word covering a sensitive
network of highest-~level. informants operating against the
Communist Party, USA (CPUSA), the Soviet Union, and other
communist parties of the world. SOLO informants handle the
liaison between CPUSA and USSR, 1ncludlng the transfer of
money to the CPUSA.

The printed report entitled "Hearings Before the

Select Committee to Study Governmental Operations with Respect
to Intelligence Activities of the United States Senate, 94th
Congress, Volume 6, Federal Bureau of Investigation," contains
certain information concerning the Communist Party, USA (CPUSA)
beginning on page 822 which was reproduced from FBI docduments.
Printed as reasons for excisions is the phrase that the
document was excised as it could identify sensitive sources
providing information concerning CPUSA funding and travel
abroad by CPUSA functionaries. Volume 2 of the above report
contains a statement that most of the CPUSA finances are from

- the Soviet Union. The above:-information has been furnished
Chicago and New York Offices and Chicago teletype 3/12/76
expressed concern about the above information which could
terminate thls operatlon.

Copies of the SSC Hearings were released by SSC
Staff to the news media on 3/8/76 however, the general public
w1ll not be able to purchase copies until about 4/15/76.

By way of background, Bureau letter 7/1/75 transmitted

to the Attorney General for his approval and for forwarding
to the SSC-a document (Bureau letter 1/19/61 +to the )
Honorable Robert F. Kennedy) which contained a summary memoran-
dum setting forth the overall activities of the CPUSA. This
memorandum was excised at FBIHQ and the reason for excisions

- was given as stated above, i.e., information concerned CPUSA
funding. By letter 11/14/75 to the Attorney General, Bureau
noted additional excisions which could be made to above
document which would result in its declassification from "Top
Secret;" thus authorizing the SSC to make it. available for

public hearings.
Td%\fECRET

-2 - CONTINUED - OVER
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 1 Assoc. Dir.

5 - %r. g. E. {\X/Ida%ns Dep. AD Adm. _
T Ts de mtz f:," A.? Inv.
Memorandum SE%RE (1 <Mr, P, V. Daly) “uo

1 MI‘. T WQ LeaV1tt Comp. Syst.

Ext. Affairs
| Yo . Mr. T. Ws Leavitt {ufyg a DaTE:  $/17/176 Pl & .

< ot

; o
! FROM : F. Je as&dﬂb 1~Mr, F, J. Cassidy :'pﬁ%
) 1 ~Mr, R, L. Shackelford L:b.,,‘ =
L 1 - Mr, S. F. Phillips ‘5‘ e
supEcT: SENSTUDY 75 1 - Mr. D. K. Pettus ipe?..hw.__
= Telephone Rm.

| / W »} 'ré - Director Sec'y

To advise of proposal by the Senate Select Committee (SSC

to delete a phrase currently in the SSC drait report which is classified *f\
and insert an unclassified broad generalization of several investigative
techniques which would be published in the final SSC report, “;
SYNOPSIS: N

An SSC staff member was advised on 3/16/76 that a pro=
posal to change the wording of an item in the SSC draft report on
Counterintelligence Programs (Cointelpros) so that it might be -
declassified is unacceptable, A staff member then proposed to "y
delete the classified item and insert an unclassified sentence which
summarizes several investigative techniques, There is no apparent
basis for classification of the new proposal, The revision, if
approved, will be confirmed in writing by the SSC to this Bureau,

-
d
N2 Y

iR TENE

CURRENT BUREAU POLICY: 419 , - : i
BED-‘\ g 42 o / /f ’,/ .7 ;- ,,,.; ;';"71: )
Not applicable, ) 6 e . '/ b 0 ]7

7 ORAN ©9

PN b D

UNRECOKRDED COPY FILED 1 C .

FIEBPENGNE M i g,

62~116395
S

‘ CONTINUED ~ OVER
i 1 ~62-116009 (Cointelpro)

SECRET

SEE DETAILS PAGE 3
\?DKP ;115 iy

(10) Classmei by 57364°

Exempt fir m GDS, Category Number 2
Date of Dea}assﬁlcatlon Indefinite
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Memorandum to Mr, T'. W Leavﬂ:t
Re: Senstudy 75

62=116395

RECOMMENDATION:

That the SSC staff be telephonically advised that deletion

of a classified item in the SSC draft report and substitution of an
unclassified sentence setting forth a broad generalization of investi=
gative techniques would be acceptables

»7

DocId: 32952587
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SECRET

Memorandum to Mr, T W. Leavitt
Re: Senstudy 75
62116395

DETAILS:.

A review of the SSC draft report on FBI Cointelpros on
3/2-3/76 by Intelligence Division supervisors determined that one
item which was unclassified should be classified "Secret.!* The
item, which appeared on page 78, paragraph 1, lines 6«8, read as
follows: ", « o to having the FBI Lab forge an informant®s report
in the target’s handwriting, thus making it extremely difficult for
him to deny the accusation,***" SSC staff member Barbara Banoff
advised on 8/15/76 that the staff, after a review of this item, pro-
posed that *forge' be changed to '"fake.'" She was telephonically
advised on 3/16/176 that the change was not acceptable to the Bureau,
She then proposed that the following unclassified sentence be inserted:
"The method of pointing the fingers range from having an authentic
informant start a rumor about the target member, to anonymous
letters or phone calls, to faked informant reports.' Banoff then
advised this sentence would be substituted for the previous phrase
referring to the FBI Laboratory forging an informant®s report in the
target®s handwriting,

The change now proposed by the SSC would seem to offer
no justification whatsoever for classification, and would appear to be
in such general terms that there is no danger that it would compro=
mise any of our sensitive intelligence sources and/or techniques,

If the proposed change is approved, the SSC will confirm it in writing
to this Bureau.

sefeer
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT . Assoc. Dir,
Dep. AD Adm. _
. Dep., AD Inv,
< Memoran dum Yo P Asst. Dir.:
o . Admin.
hj ’\-‘ . Comp. Syst.
! v Ext. Affairs ___
TO : Mr . 7. B - Adarﬂs DATE! 3/9/7 6 :ilesl& Com. —__
# " lden-f. i
. E Dz ,é -"A.‘; Inspection
FROM . E:E’.iegal Counse ' Tﬁﬁ%h@ |n||; - 7
_ AL fgwsﬂm pageIr® bl ier
SUBJECT: , HERE RY gl Spoc. Inve
] SENSTUDY 75 DATE . T:aining
s

. Telephone Rm, __

M A Director Sec'y —_

By letter dated 2/17/76 from F. A. O. Schwarz, 7
Counsel for captioned Committee, addressed to Michael E. P
Shaheen, Jr., Counsel, Office of Professional Responsibility,
U. S. Department of Justice, procedures were set forth for
our review of draft reports relating to FBI activities. The
procedures allowed for our review for the purpose of determining
whether there were any "classifications (or other such problems,
e.g., the identity of informers) which may be inadvertently raised"
in the Committee's reports. The procedures were that these re-
ports would be reviewed in Committee space.

Subsequently, on 3/8/76, Mitchell Rogovin of CIA advised
that William Miller, Staff Director of captioned Committee, had
agreed to a procedure whereby the reports would be reviewed in {E;\
the interested agency's space with the author of the report being
available. Subsequent to the receipt of this information from
Rogovin, John T. E1liff, Domestic Task Force Director of captioned
Committee, was advised by SA Paul V. Daly of this Division that
consistent with Miller's agreement the FBI in the future would
review the reports affecting the Bureau in Bureau space. EIlliff
who apparently was unaware of this agreement said he saw no
problem with this procedure.
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1 o “
-‘ J. B. Adams’ )

Mr, T. J. Jenkins

- Mr, J. A. Mintz

(1 - Mr. P. V. Daly)
- Mr, H. N. Bassett
Y, The jAttorney General March 2, 1976

- Mr, F. C. Fehl

- Mr. R. J. Gallagher
Mr, E. W. Walsh

- Mr,-T. W. Leavitt

- Mr, S. F. Phillips o

~
4
»
U O
1

Difrector, FBI

O

u. S. SENATE SELECT COMMITIEE

N e
[}

ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) ML (ATTON CORTATHED mOR 6
rmREm 1S mmssn’m 'y@'
DATE, _SP2 A4
Reference is made to letter from SSC Chairman h ‘

Frank Church to you dated December 11, 1975, which discussed
matters relating to FBI practices whi.ch might be considered >

™~ -

to be or have the appearance of being improper, as well as '

sensitive FBI practices, The SSC requested ¢ertain documents }‘ T

relating to this matter. s ), o
-A n»’?

el O

On February 23, 1976, YMr. Michael E, Shaheen, 3%., ”’% -
Special Counsel for Intellioence Coordination of the LRV S
Department,- furnished to th:ls Bureau a set of documents, .. 7 -
most of which originated with this Bureau. On February 24, ;.-

1976, Messrs, William O, Cregar, Paul V, Daly and Seymor F. &
i Phillips of this Bureau met with Mr. Jack W. Fuller, Special ,< -
' Assistant to you, and Mr. Shaheen, The following general-~ “’ d
v understandings were reached as to the manner in which the

/. necessary reply to the SSC would be made and as to the - -
wpd%cumentatlon vhich would be fulgnishe to tbe/S/S&, 7“’ / - "' 5@ 5
o) "o, REC-1 ;
%w\ LI ‘5‘3’@ The format and procedure of replyma to the SSCT . ) 53
%@fg to be the 'same as‘for the numerous s:.m:.laﬁrior SSC 7
, «$+ "requests for FBI materials., That is, a memorandum would be )
'@‘ prepared by the FBI, with accompanying supportive documents,
which would be furnished to the SSC after approval by the -
Department, As many of the documents to be furnished the ﬁ /-
Dep. AD Adn. _GGC contain the names of present and former FBI personnel r
Dep. AD lnv.
sssrvi: against vhom allegations of misconduct have been made, it ; .
fmir —__Was agreed that such names would be excised due to privacy - \'*

Comp. Syst.

Ext. Affairs _cons:_derations.

?—- Qﬁ‘ ﬂtw‘ﬁ\\
Zel:sivaom r \':) 3,;;/ ’ y io‘)i 3:‘5;'“— (" \\/ \ \&ié ;’;'7\ '

Assoc. Dir.

tdent. 62~ 1153 5 S, SEE NOTE PAGE 2 ')

v ’
4 K ; ' ‘\O
Intell. !

i A
LL«bErle%C«y__SFP 1hb i»’fw’-—_‘é‘/ 3“" SECRET MATERIAL ATTACHED g
ega oun. (15) N

Zi- ' ROUTE IN ENVEL gzm g

Spec. Inv.
oc MAIL ROOM [ 1 TELETYPE UNIT (] _
84 mﬂ_zﬁg}@ﬁ%pp ~ELIVERED BY THE OFFICE oF co’f\IGRESS 10 AL AFFATRS

Inspection

Training

GPO : 1975 O - 594-120
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_ The Attorney General

Flmlly, it. was poix;ted eut at the Febx-uaty 24,

, 1976, meeting that numerous documents concerned the most. .
~ sensitive of matters, many classified "Top Secret.” Comsid-

eration has been given to furnishing exedised varsions of

“thasedoemntstomsschstituapparentthatmch

excisions, as would be necessary, would reuder :h&dpcmenta

- wirtually useleas. It was also moted that some of the . .
‘matters discussed in the sensitive documents had almdy

been made known to the SSC through personal briefings by EB‘I
mmmammusimwmsscofotm:dammmm -
Examples are matters relating to surreptitiocus entries and

- incommunicado interviews. .It was, therefore, agreed that,.
in 1ieu of furnishing to the SSC the sensitive documents,

the memorandum to be furnished the SSC would smmarize and
explain the situation !.n a manner meh would satisfy the -

; jssc's request.

Etmloaeé for ycur apy:oval and fcmaﬂim to the' .

- 88C is theoﬂginal. ofanemmndm in response to its
Dacember 11, 1975, request. Also being furmished to you,

for your records, is a copy of the memorandum along witha

mtdtmmtsmambemmm&wmssc.

Other t.hm those semiuve dccmeats which are

z‘jbeingmmﬂzefdintheemhsedmm messcmbehig B

furnished the documents forwarded to the Buxeau by the - - |

. Depertment for cur consideration r:elating to the referemed

SSC Tequest..

Enclosures (2) | .
1 - The Beputy &twmey General

Attention. Michael E, Shaheen, Jr. |
S Special Counsel for

" NOTE:  Intelligence Coordination

: Attached below the yellow of the enclosed memorandum
is a copy of the SSC request of 12/11/75 which, ‘it should be

. noted, the Bureau was unaware of until 2/23/ 76.

-2'

4 .
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. SENATE SELECT OMMITITEE ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

(1) Imesugative regort dated ‘Hsy 23. 1975.

, at ﬂew' York City.

R o (2) Two Eﬁ«%ﬁ's. both dated ﬁay 5 1975 which
T are included in the above report. =

- (9 7BI Jetter to the Atmmy Gem:al dated I

' The folmm concerns the‘ "sensiaive p:actices“ |
aspect of the SSC request. All but two of the documents

.Some of the matters discussed in these highly sensitive
documents have elready been made kmown to the SSC through

| _personal briefings by FBI personnel and submission to the

$5C of other documents, &ampxes are matters relating to
_surreptitious entries aud iaeomnieaéo mtawiaws. 2

The documents in the "sensitiva practices" ma

R for the nost part deal with sensitive sources and methcds“"“»

and, in most instances, are in the realm of pmuaﬂy

| sansitlva foreign intelligence operations. Also, the

release of a substantial portion of these documents eml.d
have an adverse effect on the foreign relations of ocur
country. - These matters thus fall within the puoview of
agreement between Senator Church and the Attormey General
in July, 1975, which set forth guidelines for the. dalive:y

:-'fof documents to. the ssc (3(a) of the egreement).

A mbstanti.al portion of tha documents faluzg

- eithexr originating in a hostile foreign country and directed
to the United States, or concernSagemts of a hostile fomign
country illicitly in contact with foréign officials in the.

_United States.. Ocher techniques fallmg vithin thia ares o

u_l q.

HW 55166 DocId:32989587 Page 53

* are classified "T)§ Secret," one “Secret" and one "f:onfidema ,' |

e

Ta

" within the sensitive area deslswith illicit radio. brosdcssts =




[ 1 :

62176 35 o5
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SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC)

concern the ability to follow hostile foreign officials .
vhile in a travel status in @ manner that is undetectable =~ = =
to the official; concern a capability, within legal means, : "
to detect when instruments of war or terrorism are clandes- o
tinely introduced into the United States in violation of
existing statutes; and concern an ability to exploit the
- computerization of telephone mmbers of known and suspected
~ terrorists residing in the United States in an effort to
. - determine if there is & coordinated end systematic lisison
3 between these termrists.- o , _ <

1 - The At_tomey Gene;'al _

NOTE: : ' '

A set of the materials being delivered to the SSC

is being retained with the Senstudy 75 Project. The material
and cover LHM will be delivered to the SSC by the Legal Counsel
Division after Department approval ‘

'l wm
W
[

.

Id:329892587 Page 55
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- Mr, J. B. Adams

- Mr, T. J. Jenkins
Mr, J. &. Mintz

(L - Mr, P. V. Daly)
Mr. H. N. Bassett
Mr., F. C. Fehl

62-116395 March 2, 1976

}

o N
]

1 - Mr, R. J. Gallagher
o4 1 - Mr, E. W. Walsh
SRR U. S. SENATE SELECT COMMITIEE TO ; e LW peavitt
N STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH Fe 9.8, Fhillips
S RESPECT 1O INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) T
\he\R
i DECLASSIFIED BYSRURL
°on Y- 3-08 .

Reference is made to the letter dated December 11,
1973, from SSC Chairman Frank Church to the Attorney
General, which discussed matters relating to FBI practices
which might be considered to be or have the appearance of
being improper, as well as sensitive FBI practices. The
SSC requested certain documents relating to this matter,

C by Being delivered with this memorandum are a

mumber of documents, mostly of FBI origin, which are believed
responsive to the S5C request, Inasmuch as a number of

these documents deal with allegations of misconduct on the
part of present and former FBI personnel, the names of

these personnel have been excised for privacy reasons.

~ Uy

pesad_in responcs to your request aud
20 . Y ? ..

vour Conymd!?

your Commitice aid the conter! s

The following should be noted concerning the

nel without the express vupreva

8.2 Caputo matter about vhich the SSC is being furnished several
58 documents under the title "John Caputo.'' Additional
'BS documents concerning this matter exist in the Department of
‘o8 Justice files but, because they have been previously
| §*§ furnished to the SSC, duplicate dissemination is not now

being made., FBI memorandum dated January 26, 1976, facili~

Aeoc. o Eated the delivery of the Caputo documents under a subheadi /
ber. 40 aim. _ Al legation Number Four." For the assistance of the SSC, ng]
seons.— the specific documents previously furnished are as follows: f

EE;;:‘?::::SFlehblhb ORIGINAL AND ONE COPY TO AG 3% & " AT ]

it ol % ‘%A SEE NOTE PACE 3 |

S"',,I%.——‘ ) i Classified 2047 e /

e b cro e, Covillies 2 ent 3 qm ,,,,,f—/ﬁf

A s PSS oo
Uneowd + 2 JGPO 1 1975 O - 594-120

Director Sec'y —__ MAIL ROOM D TELETYPE UNIT :]

ENCLOSURE. fumeu to w.immwl banci;ions

. HW 55166 DocId:32989587 Page 57




HW 55166 DocId:32989587

- - - -
« -
it . - Al ® -
- ' Can e, a, aed DA
5 eS Z{v /5&{
v - *
o blAES
~ ™y - f
- 4.t > ’ o -
> . -
- - « —
-t - o - -
\ - R -
W -
B . a
P - 4 x -
L ARt BT R
. Fial e P
mv.n&-w.m@.amh»o.-rw‘r g
. .
P hme s wmReae e, v e ow s
.
>
» - . -2
A s - -
4
.
«
|
N .
* - - %
. o -

Page 58




« o OAHO, CHAIRMAN Y . Ky - -
LXAS, VILE CHAIRMAN - (
- HOWARD I¢, BAKER, J \'rvm. . ¢ 2
Je BARRY GOLDWATER, W2, . N
O 4% CHAALES MCC. MATHIAS, ., MD, s .
RICHARD 8. SCHWEIKLR, PA, . ’5{ f '5 _£
. Wlrifed Siafes Denale
AM G, MILLEW, STAFF DIRECTOR .
. M €K A, Q. ECHWARZ, JR,, CHIEF COU:NSEL SELECT COMMITTEE TO
IR . SMOTHERS, WiNoRITY coonsEL : STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WlTH
-l b - o deen RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES
(PURSUANT TO S, RES. 21, $4TH CONGRESS)
mt\& WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510
(0 .

mm@wﬁ‘wmm” & - T

) December 11, 1975
. M . ‘ . . ,:: ;x: - :_::‘\ .

K]

: - x . 00 Ea A
- The Honorable Edward H. Levi .. pmel T :
Attorney General . Do Yo = tars
‘U. S, Department of Justice o - St
. Washington, D..C. 20530 . -f\._ L .
: Dear Mr. Attorney General: - . AL Sl B .-
.. o © Your statement to the Commlttee on December a1, 1975 indicated

thaet on February 26, 1975 you instructed FBI Directdor Kelley to: report
to you "any requests mede of the Bureau or practices within the Bureau,
vhich he deems improper or which present the appearance of impropriety.”
- ¥ou stated further that on February 28, 1975 Director Kelley ordered
. FBI personnel to report such requests or practices to him. According
) to your written statement, you reaffirmed your Februery directive in
- " July 1975 and made an addltlonal reguest "for a report of all sensitive
--— JInvestigative practices.”

NPT S ag s Y

You indicated that.the'Director promptly complied with your
directives and "has regularly provided information on conduct by Bureau
agents and programs underway within the Bureau that could raise guestions."

In your response to questions from members of the Committee you g
testified that the information reported by Director Kelley in response '
to your directives dealt with ¥BI activities and programs outside the
COINTELPRO.

The Committee reguests that you provide it with all documents,
“including but not limited to Director Kelley's memoranda and the attach-
ments thereto, which you have received from the FBI 'in response to your
directives of February 26 and of July 1975. The Committee will, of
course, treat these documents in the same manner in which other sensitive
material has been handled.

. i;‘b/“  OFFICE OF LEGISLATIVE AFFalR
}}z‘% %DP“//" I/\l\o?klf/oriard to your response to this request.” ATTY. GEHERAL
(2] ‘i 7 M :".r-
129 \QMany sthanks for your informative and thoughtful 1 ,eetiﬂgﬁ§T “Jfﬁpr JUSTIG b
/aéQ co t{yuea coooeratlon is greatly appreclated by the Comnltrce. §
. z

2 ﬂ |
SinCerely, / 11 DEC 15 1973 -

/ A /A 70 B-@ M.
é ! A v (r«A 2
é;_-“ // rarﬂiw)q ki F ICEYOF LEGISLATIVE AFEAS e
C :

hairman ATTY, GENERAL - ©
1@» R ENBLBS@E} "va Bt co i et s @i ian ' *""“m

v ] &
taﬂ»m:wﬁ:w

e

i
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5-140 (Rev. 1-21-74) FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20535

Addressee: SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE

TILTR X3 LHM [1Memo [] Report dated 3/2/76
U.S. Senate Select Committee
(ssC), (SSC Letter 12/11/75)

Originating Offic
ﬁehvered by: WD&(& 4_%:7%16_
Rssceived by: L4/ _

Title: m (4 S\SC;

Return this receipt to the Infelhgence Division, FBI

o) éption of Document:

i . e e, < e v et

et i®

" ,,,w@ =
o “""W
SERWMSSI )
mﬁﬁl o
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S

R g NOTE: SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON REVER
x w3 Q CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE BEFORE COMPLETING.
TO: Intelligence Community Staff FROM:
ATTN: Central Index PBI

SUBJECT: Abstract of Information Provided to Select Committees

t. HOw PROVIDED (check appropriate term. If a document was made available 2. DATE PROVIDED
for review but not transmitted, so note.) 3/2/76
Xl DOCUMENT | |BRIEF!NG | | INTERVIEW | | TesTiMoNY | [ oTHER

3. TO WHOM PROVIDED (check appropriate term; add specific names if appropriate)

X |ssc
HsSC
4. IDENTIFICATION (provide descriptive data for documents; give name or identification number of briefer,

interviewee, testifier and subject)

Memorandum and enclosures

5. IN RESPONSE TO (list date and item number if in response to formal request, other- 6. CLASSIFICATION OF
wise state verbal request of (name), initiative, subpoena, etc.) INFORMATION (enter

U, ¢, 8, TS or

SSC letter 12/11/75 Codeword)
' S

7. KEY WORDS (enter the appropriate key words from the list provided separately; if key words not listed are
used underline for emphasis)

Operating procedures
Information handling

8. SUMMARY (see reverse side before completing this item)

Material regarding FBI practices which might be considered
to be or have the appearance of being improper, as well as
sensitive FBI practices.,

62116395

SJM:1hb ORIGINAL VIA LIAISON TO CENTRAL COMMUNITY INDEX
4) IN CONNECTION WITH SENSTUDY 75,

TOEAT AS YETIOW b

3781 (5.7

HW 55166

DocId: 32959587 Page o2
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INSTRUCTIONS .

e Type or print clearly in ink.
e Indicate classification of the abstract top and bottom.
e Date the abstract and put on any internmal control numbers required.

e "FROM" entry should clearly identify the organlzatlon prov1d1ng the
information.

e If.additions (as when a copy of document sent to SSC 1§ later- Sent "to. r ;*
HSC) or changes to a previously submitted form are necessary, submat a

copy of the original abstract, with the change indicated.

SPECIFIC ITEM NO. 8. SUMMARY - enter brief narrative statement describing
substance of information and showing relationship to Intelligence Community
matters if appropriate. Any feedback or evidence of investigatory interests
should be noted. Commitments made to supply additional information should be
noted. Additionally, certain administrative information may be entered here,
e.g., restrictions on review of a document, if document was paraphrased, whether
interviewee is current or former employee, etc. If actual document or transcript
is provided, that fact should be noted and no summary is required. Additional
pages may be attached if necessary.

DocId: 32959587 Page 63
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OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20530

- e

MAR 18 1976

b )
TQ: John A, MWASSlStant Director &DLH??@MA?IO&G@%@ 7
" Legal Couns\}l Division nammxéwécmsam
Federal Bureau of Investigation 3‘4&&1§giﬁa§:
FROM: Steven Blackhurst T~
es Assistant Special Counsel for' (?}\ /&\\\\\
L? Intelligence Coordination m‘“*’ }

SUBJECT: SSC Letter Dated March 16, 1976 T -

Attached is a letter from the SSC dated
March 16, 1976, clarifying and supplementing L
its request dated February 4, 1976. Please ’
arrange for appropriate responses. ’

- .Rgc\.m &92 V{7 AN /50

-~ ‘ e m}m

-.

7 WMAR 22 1}'}76.

cc: Paul Daly

5,,

HW 55166
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X

PHILIP A, HA

. . . ' 3 e od
FRARK CHURCH, {DAHO, CHAIRMARg 3 o
JOHN G, TOWER, TEXAS, VICE CHAIR '
RT, MICH, HOWARD H. BAKERyZr., TENN.

WALTER F. MONDALErMINN. BARRY GOLDWATER, ARIZ.

WALTER D-:}_’(UDDLES‘CON, KY. CHARLES MC C. MATHIAS, JR., MD, ! .

ROBERT MORGAN, N.C. RICHARD S. SCHWEIKER, PA, *

e i Vnifed Blates Benat
B WILLIAM G. MILLER, STAFF DIRECTOR t e eﬁ e e
FREDERICK A, O, SCHWARZ, JR,, CHIEF COUNSEL, - cT

CURTIS R. SMOTHERS, MINORITY COUNSEL SELE! COMMITTEE TO

HW 55166

"Office of the Deputy Attorney .General - _ ,&mgﬁgﬁ

STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH
RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

(PURSUANT TO S. RES. 21, $4TH CONGRESS)
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

March 16, 1976

Michael E. Shaheen, Jr., Esq. ’ N\VﬂJ
Special Counsel for Intelligence Coordination . fy BegIALL]

U. S. Department of Justice
Washington, D.-C. 20530

Dear Mike: . -

Pursuant to my conversation today with Mr. Steve
Blackhurst.of your office, I wish to clarify and amplify
my request of February 4, 1976, Part II.

The Select Committee reguests that the FBI pro-
vide any materials pertaining to the electronic surveil-
lance of White House staff officials under the administra-
tion of President Franklin D. Roosevelt in 1944 and 1945,
specifically including the residence telephones of
Mr. Harry Hopkins and Mr. Thomas Corcoran. In addition,
the Select Committee requests materials pertainimg to the
authorization and purpose of the electronic surveillances
from 1945 to 1948 represented by the material appearing
in the "official and confidential" files of Director Hoover.

. Please expedite this matter as it is necessary
for inclusion in our report. :

Sincerely,

k.'John T. E11iff, Director
Domestic Intelligence Task Force

b -/ 75— I v
FUGLOSURE,

DocId: 32959587 Page 635
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1- Mr., J. B, Adams
2 - Mr. J, A. Mintz
(1 - Mr., P. V, Daly) “
1- Mr. T. W, Leavitt
: 1- Mr, F, J. Cassidy
The Attoyney General March 16, 1976
Director, ¥BF 1- Mr. S, F, Phillips s
4 1- Mr. D. Ryan |
\ O @ Y
UNITED STATES SENATE SELECT 'ﬁ%ﬁ
COMMITTEE TO STUDY GOVEEN-
“FIENTAL OPERATIONS WITH RESPECT *»‘13, 6‘3
TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) 5 e «3»\“;,0
"% 557
Attached for your information and for possible forwarding N

to Mr. James A, Wilderotter, Associate Counsel to the President, § oy
is the original of a memorandum which sets forth a summary of the B \:
comments made by FBI representatives after reviewing on March 2-3, B
1976, the draft cf‘g;he Senate Select Committee {(SSC) report entitled & W
"Comtelprm The\FBI's Covert Action Programs against American 5 -
Citizens, " This spymmary is an effort to set forth examples of dis- . N\

tortions and editorializing which appear in the draft repori to the best
recollection of the reviewers.,

A copy of the memorandum is also being furnished for

8
2
A gou? records. REC-100 é/ ; /Z_é __é_{.) ‘*/ 5 @3
§§
g

" S g
v/
N - 08 WAR19 W76
il _‘v“ m m 2
o “/ | ')
: : Enclosures g \
j';'./ 62-116095 “@
assoe. 0 — ] = The Deputy Attorney General Enclosure)
e > e — Attention: Iichael E)"Shihedh,tiz,|, g g 7
Aist. D Special Cotnsel for o ﬁi/
Comp. Syor — Intelligence Coordination , 2 PR
o — P psue
|G: *'" —; l !\62 116009 (Comtelpro) SEE NOTE PAGE 2
et — Py 1£] ]S{, Q TO BE DELIVERED BY OFFICE OF
e 12) GM\ CONGRESSIONAL AFFATRS 2 :
Spec. lave oo I
G Delseered by 0. S-S b
&Te#p*‘owm 2 41\/1&7_&200M 1 TELETYPE UNIT{ ] )B’/ 76 GPO : 1975 <.)- 569-920
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The Attorney General

-

. NOTE:

Memorandum from Mr, Cassidy to Mr. Leavitt dated
3/8/76 set forth details relating to the review of Special Agents Don K,
Pettus, Arthur G, Pote and David Ryan of the SSC draft report. This
is to forward to the Attorney General for his possible referral to the
White House those portions of the memorandum which set forth dis-
tortions and editorializing in theé SSC draft report.

APPROVED: /}q %ﬁys’é ......... Laboratory...

Azsoc. Dir .l Ext. Affairs.......... Legai Coun._:%ﬁz/
Dep. AD Adm......... Cen. lV..cerneeeee Plan. & Eval. Y | -
P, Duo. AD InvD /7\ Ident., e Rec. MEME.. . .vreea
Asst. Dir.: K Inspection......... - Spac. Inv..reccren
- Yot 11 11y TR —— lnteﬁi-.Iiétiﬂ;{Z;4¥;L Y =it 1t 1R
-2

LHH 55166 DocId:32989587 Page 68




. Adams
Mmtz

. V. Daly)
J "Leavitt
. Cassidy
. Phillips
an

62-116395 . Mareh 16, 1976

[ 3

Q
55
7!'

A

Joud

]

B
wuq >w

I'

H!-kl-;}—k DN =t
FEER

Pma
L g

' ED STATES SENATE SELECT COMIUTTEE
TO STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH

o
e RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES {£8C)

On darch 2-3, 1976, ¥BI Intelligence Division supervisors
visited the Senate Select Committee {SSC) offices ot the Dirksen Office
Building to review the 133-page {double spaced} Committee draft
report on discontinued FBE Counterintelligence Programs {Cointelpros).
Barhara Banoff of the Committee staif made available three copies of
the SSC drait report dated February 24, 1976, entitled "Cointelpro:
The FB1's Covert Action Programs ag;ainst American Citizens,' which
were ta be reviewed for classification, The copies of the draft report
were noted "Sensitive™ and it was indicated each copy was one of 13,

Classification: Twe items appearing in the draft report
were deemed by the reviewers 1o require classification of "Secrei”
or higher ag their disclosure could jeopardize sensitive sources
and/or technigues in the foreign intelligence grea. These two items
were identified on a separate sheet of paper and furnished to the SSC
, on Iiarch 3, 1976,

\
9 Denial of Aceess to Supporting Documenis; The FBI
¥ . reviewers asked i0r a copy of sSpecial Agent Ryan's deposition vhich
had previously been submitied to the Commitiee so it could be checked
against the draft to verify the accuracy of statements attributed to

g Ryan in the draft and slso to determine if they had been utilized out
Assoc. Dir. 0£ con’cext. After checking with the Committee Security Officer,
Der. A0 M~ Liiss Banoff advised the FBI reviewers would nof be afforded access
Assr. v ter‘ any depositions or other supporting documentation of the Commitiee,
T 1
Files & Com, — . g
o w1 - 62-116009 (Cointelpro) SEE NOTE PAGE 10~/
— N ORIGINAL AND ONE TO THE e
st (12) ATTORNEY GENERAL Q’f} Y,
Spec. fnv. s
Toeting  BE DELIVERED BY OFFICE OF { /i .
S b2 -, /- 375 "/i ¢, - CONGRESSIONAL AFFAIRS - -
Director Sec’y —  MAIL ROOM —3 TELETYPE UNIT g{ ]@L@@W qr‘; GPO : 1975 O - 568-920
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Editorialization by the £8C: The draift, on its first page,
alleges "Cointelpro is the story of decent men who did terrible
things for what they saw as the greater good of the country,” without
any supporting material, Later, and throughout the report, it is
indicated "The techniques were adopted wholesale from wartime
intelligence, ' apparently paraphrasing inforraation furnished to the
Conaraittee by former Asgistant to the Director William €, Sullivan
who is eited in the report as describing counterintelligence as
Ydirty business, " ""The unexpressed major premise of programs
(Cointelpros) was that a law enforcement agency has not only the
right but the dufy fo maintain the existing social and political order
by secreily manipulating thoughts and behavior and to immobilize
those who threaten that order by seeking activity to change it or by
adopting visibly different life styles. ! Further in the report,
Cointelpro is described as "a declaration of war on the advocates of
change' and also characterized as a "sophisticated vigilante operation, "
The draft attempts to depict the Burean in a most unfavorable light
by such statements as ""The image of an agent of the U, 8, Govern~
ment scrawling a poisoned pen letter to somebody's wife in language
usually reserved for o batbroom's wails is not 2 happy one. ”
Finally, the draft slleges "The instances of attacks on speaking,
teaching, writing and meeting go on and on, "' There follow seversl
examples of “atiacks,” leading to the draft's statement that "The only
conclusion that can be drawn from the cases is that the Bureau con-
gidered the First Amendment a danger to the country,” a conclusion
which is gfelt to be characteristic of the overall tenor of the language
of the dratt,

Guotes from Depositions: Among the present and former
Bureau officials quoted in the draft are former Assistant to the Direc~
tor William C. Sullivan, Assistant Director Charles D. Brennan,

. P
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Section Chief George C, iioore, and fupervisors Thomas J, Deakin,
Russell Horner and David Ryan, all of the Intelligence Division (INT'D).
As noted above, access to the full depositions of these officials is
apparently not available even to those who furnished said depositions,

However, LRyan's deposition is guoted in the draft in
several instances in o manner believed to be inaccurate or at best
distorted to support SSC conclusions., I is indicated in the draft that
Ryan, in his deposition, described "fellow iravelers" as "those taking
positions supported by the communists, such as school integration,
increased minority hiring and opposition to HUAC, " Although Lyan
recalls defining "fellow travelers'™ In his deposition, the deseription
furnished in the draft report is not recalled, is not in his wording,
and is not in accordance with his views.

Also, in afootnote further in the report, a number of
lurid and sexually oriented technigues are cited followed by the state-
ment "The subject could go on, but the subject is, 'as Kyan put it, *
‘degrading. "' Ryan specifically remembers his use of the word
"degrading" was in reference io the insistence of S8C staff members
to discuss sexually oriented techniques to the exclusion of all others
during his deposition, and not to characterize Cointelpro. (Banoff
was orally advised by Kyan on Iarch 3, 1976, of this distortion.)

Definition of "New Lefi': In an obvious attempt to support
its contention thal the titles of tie various Cointelpros and the targets
were vague and ill-defined, the draft report indicates "nor could any-
one at the Bureaun even define "New Left' on page 4. This stalement
is again reported on page 9, However, on page 40, in an apparent
self-contradiction, the report states "Sowe agents detined 'New Left'

-3
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functionally, by connection with protest, Others defined it by philos-
ophy, particularly antiwar philosophy."” The draft report ignores the
fact that former Assistant Director Brennan, in his public testimony
before the S8C, was asked o and did define ""New Left.V Additionally,
Ryan in his deposition indicated to the 58C he could define "New Left"
but did not believe it pertinent {o his testimony, One former INTD
supervisor is cifed in the report as stating in his deposition he was
unable to define "New Left,” and that he recalled no specific defini~
tion in Bureau documonts,

{(An F81 document dated Qctober 28, 1963, captioned
"New Left Liovement,"” contning a detailed definition of "New Left, "
A copy of this document was referred to the SSC and it appears as
Exhibit 61 on page 669 in Volume 6 of the published 5§3C hearings
relating to the Fi3l, November 18-19, December 2-3, 2-11, 1975.)

Exaphagis on Black Nationalist and New Left Programs:
While the report indicates over hailf of all Cointelpro actions were
conducted in the program which targeted the Communist Party, USA
{CPUS4A), specific actions in this area are glluded fo in a vague and
generalized manner, ‘The report concludes the Cointelpros became
more damaging to constitutional rights as they progressed, with the
final two programs, which targeted Black Notionalists and New Left,
the most oifengive, Selective, incomplete summaries of numerous
Cointelpro actions targeting such groups as the Black Panther Party
{3PP) are cited with either no characterization of their propensity
for violence or with incomplete descriptions regarding thelr extremist
or subversive nature.

A specific example of failure to characterize an organi-
zation with a propensity for violence ogcurred in the summary of o
Cointelpro action directed against a meaber of the Black Liberators,

“ -
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A characterization of the organization would have diseloseditas a
psendomilitary group composed of black militants who sought open
confrontation with the establishment and eraulated the 8PP in its aims,
In addition to the failure to characterize organizations, no effort was
made fhroughout the draft to outline the true objective of the F8I or

to indicate any positive results were obiained in any instance, Also,
on one occasion the report cites in some detail a suggested technique
of a sensationalist natuye which the draft states was "apparently”
dropped, igooring a comraunication furnished to the 58C reflecting
that the proposal had been dropped,

Unreporied Cointelpro Activities: Guoting former
Aggistant to the Director Sullivan, the draft report states that
although the formal program was instituted in 1956, Cointelpro-type
activifies had been conducted by the ¥4I for years. It cites the orig~
inating Cointelpro document in the CPUSA as indicating an "ad hoc”
Cointelpro consisting of "harassment” had existed for years primarily
operated by the field offices., The formal Cointelpros are deseribed
as an effort by the ¥BI to expand and formalize the scope and targets,

The S5C draft comments that it had been advised of two
Cointelpro actions effected after &1 Headquarters issued instructions
that the programs be discontinued and indicates a comprehensive
review of FBI files would undeubtedly uncover numerous gthers,

To support this contention, the report states the 238C dis-
covered a third instance of Cuintelpro action which oecurred four
months after termination of the programs. This instance involved
the furnishing of information to a friendly newspaper sauree under
the so-called "Viass ldedia Program' intended to discredit an
attorney and his client, A footnote at this point in the report indicates
that Charles Colson spent seven months in jail for similar activity
involving the client,

~5~
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(Although the above~described action misht be described
as of » Cointelpro-type, it was not conducted under any Cointelpro,
‘The action is not specifically identified In the 85T draft report, but
in Volurae 6 of published SSC hearings, November 18-19,

December 2~-3, 9~11, 1975, the action is described in testimony of
S5C staff member Joln ENIE gppearing on page 105, and in stoff
report entitled "Political Abuse and the IFF3I" which appears ag
Exhibit 36 on page 470. The action relates to ¥FBI furnishing of public
record information to a newsman regarding the conamunist agsocia~-
tions of Leonard B. Boudin, attorney for Daniel Elisberg, Exhibit 37,
page 486 of the same published volume, indicates the action was con~
dueted under the Boudin cantion without reference to Cointelpro.)

An effort is made in the draft report {o indicate
Cointelpro actions were conducted under other titles and, as alleged
by the Socialist Workers Party, are still being eonducted in the form
of harassment interviews, contacts with employers, etc. The draft
states ', . . actions in the Rev. Iiartin Luther King case which
cannot, by any stretch of the language, be called 'investigative’ were
not called Cointelpro, but were carried under the investigative caption."

Inciting Violence: 'The report makes an extéensive effort
by citing selective actions to indicate Cointelpro intended to incite
violence, including murders. In what appears to be an cbvious
attempt to ¢haracterize the FBI as unconcerned regarding violence,
former Section Chief "iioore was asked whether the fact no one was
killed was the result of 'luck or plan,’ He answered: 'Oh, it just
happened that way, I am sure,”™ Numerous examples of actions
directed against the BPP, and partieularly the BPP-US fed, are
cited to indicate the FBI incited violence which could he atiribuied to

“6—
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actual murders. Freguent reference is made to “snitch jacket” teche
niques which are described as "labeling a group member an informant
when he is not, "' Although this expression is not known to have been
utilized within the Bureau, the report aceredits it to former Section
Chief ifoore and indicates this technique could well result in violence.
‘The report does indicate in one instance in 1971 a technique was
"rejected because of the possibility it would result in a target's death,”
It downplays these instructions by stating two othey unidentified tech-
niques which could resulf in murder were approved shorily thereafter.

The draft report indicates a separate report is being pre-
pared on disruptive eiforts aimed ot the Panthers and it "will examine
in detail the Bureau's attempts to foment violence, "

Notification: In a more thjective treatment, the draft
report sets out in some 15 pages details relating to Buresu documen-
tation alerting members of the Executive Branch, including the
Cabinet, and members of the Legislative Branch to the existence of
the Cointelpros, However, it is indicated that only the CPUSA and
White Hate Programs were discussed in documents notifying offi-
cials outside the Bureaun, and in these instances the references to
Cointelpro were generalized or vague. The report emphasized the
Fiscal Year 1963 budget testimony expHeitly outlines our Cointelpro
efforts, but questions that such information was ever presented
before the Subcommittee on Appropriations.

Depariment Review: The draft report criticizes the
Department of Justice review of ¥3I Cointelpros (Petersen report)
as incomplete, implying cover-up or a lack of penetrative interest,
It is indicated Department attorneys working with the Petersen
Committee were not allowed to work with original Bureau files/docu-
ments and were required to rely on FBI-prepared write-ups which
were incomplete, Portions of legal memoranda which appeared as
exhibits in the original Petersen report, and which have not previ-
ously been publicized, are cited in the B5C draft and these, too,

n-’im'

& HW 55166 DocId:32989587 Page 75




“A

¢
@
@

United States Senate Select Committee
To £tudy Governmental Operations with
Respect to Intelligence Activities (SSC)

are taken out of context or limited o support contentions of the SSC,
The S8C draft differs with the conclusions of the Petersen report in
that interferences with First Amendment rights in the Cointelpros
were "insubstantial'' and also in the Petersen report classification
of some techniques ag "legitimate,” It is indicated that although the
Petersen report concluded infringements upon First Amendment
rights constituted only a small percentage of the overall fechniques,
the victims in these instances would not consider the attack upon
their rights as insubstantiad.

In regard to the review of the Cointelpros by representa-
tives of the Civil Rights Division, the SSC draft indicates the decision
that prosecution was not warranted was "a finding endorsed by
Assistant Attorney General Stanley Pottinger after a hasty two-day
review of the documents in 1975." (On March 3, 1975, Ryan pointed
out to Bancff that in his deposition he had indicaxed he had been
present when representatives of the Civil Rights Division, includinz
Pottinger, had reviewed the Cointelpro files and he considered the
review had been thorough, as relates to both general and specific
areas, DBanoff responded by saying Pottinger, himsel, had been
interviewed and had indicated his review had been "hasty. " It is
noted Civil Rights Division attorneys reviewed the five bagic
Camtelpras on three separate days and spent an additional day review-
ing more recently uncovered FBE Cointelpro iiles. )

Miscellaneous: ‘Typical of distortions appearing in the
SSC draft was the statement "As David Ryan, Chief of the Cointelpro
Unit, . . which indicates an overall responsibility of Ryan for over~
all Cointelpro activity, (Banoff was advised on March 3, 1976, that
in his deposition he indicated he had been a Unit Chief respanszble
for Cointelpro during the period 1963-67, and his primary involve-
ment was with the CPUSA efiort, Banoff agreed the phrase was o
distortion and commented she reatized Ryan had no involvement
with the Black Nationalist o New Left Programs. )

-8 -
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The S£C draft cites Supervisor Thomas J. Deakin as
", . . the only Bureau witness to have reservations sbout Cointelpro's
constitutionality. " Continuing, the report states "Another witness
gave a more typical response, When asked whether anybody at any
time during the course of the programs discussed their constitution-
ality or legal authority, he replied,'No, we never gave it a thought,*
(\ioore deposition). "

Information get forth above i8 typical of the distorted
character of the 88C report. Lyan specifically recalls when he was
being deposed he was questioned if consideration had been givento
the constitutionality of Cointelpro techniques and he responded affirm-
atively, Ryan not only indicated this was a continuing congideration,
hut he cited examples. One example which appears in Ryan's deposi»
tion relates to Cointelpro efforts to expose and preclude clandestine
Conuunist Party use of meeting halls, Kyan advised former
Assistant to the Director Alan H. Belmont had questioned the consti-
tutional proprieties of such action as possible violations of the First
Amendment rights, and efforts had been made to preclude such
infringements,

Hotionals {fictitious organizations) are briefly alluded to
in the draft report. Three examples are given, One relates fo an
organization whose members are all Bureau informants. The report
indicates a notional chapter of the W, E. B. DuBois Club was con=
sidered bul never effected. A second type organization is described
as one with unsuspecting (non-informant} members, and in this
example the establishment of a Klan organization under the control
of a Burean informant (the Confederate Knights of the Ku IJux Klan)

‘9-
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is mentioned, indicsating the Burean paid the informant®s expenses in
setting up this 250-member group, The third exnmple relates to an
organization which is wholly fictitious for the purpose of disseminating
propaganda, The Committee for Expansion of Socialist Thought in
America {(CESTA) is described as such g group., CESTA attacked the
CPUSA from the kiarxist right for two years in approximately 1965-67,
Although the 8SC dratt is not severely critical of CESTA, it makes

no effort to point out evidence indicating the operation was success<
ful, it being noted this information was available fo it.

1 - The Attorney General

1 - The Deputy Attorney General
Attention; Ifiichael E, Shaheen, Jr.
Special Counsel for
Intelligence Coordination

NOTE:

See letter to Attorney General dated 3/16/76, captioned
"nited States Senate Select Comunitiee fo Study Governmental
Operations with Respect to Intelligence Activities (SSC), prepared
by DR:1{j.
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%TO : ?ﬁ. T We Leavitt’fm)"jﬁq pate: 3/16/76 Pl & o
4 en. lnv.
£ 2 = Mr, E; Ci Peterson  mmorfiis
[)\ FROM f F,.:J. Cassidﬁ& @ (1~Myz; Mi\J . Steinbec )mu:"ié%;g«’
£ S = Mr, FiiJ. Cassidy Lo
; = \0 0 W7 « Mr. R LiiShackelford pvasm =
sugect? SENSTUDY 75 «v )58’) “#” 1 &Mr, Si Fo Phillips  see.
. L % 1 -~ Mr. D. Ki' Pettus Training
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Director Sec’y —

-
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To advise of action taken by the Senate Select Committee
(SSC) regarding classification changes made as a result of a review of
the SSC draft report on 3/2~3/76 by Intelligence Division supervisors,

~
4

.
Lo

SYNOPSIS:

The SSC staff, as a result of suggestions made by Intelli~
gence Division supervisors following review of the SSC draft report
on FBI Counterintelligence Programs (Cointelpros), agreed to delete
one-item entirely and seek a change in wording of the other item so
it might be declassified. The Bureau takes the position at this time |
that change would be unacceptable to warrant declassification because ...
of possible compromise of a sensitive technique with foreign intelli~ <
gence ramifications,

LR~

&
[
e

CURRENT BUREAU POLICY:

REC-10

b

7Not applicable,

A"} e
Z_~/, ARV /‘50(;2
RECOMMENDATION:

A 5 MAR 1

That SSC staff member Barbara Banoff be ?e]jg}gionically
advised on 3/16/76 that the suggested change in~order-te: deelassify
an item currently in the SSC draft is unacceptable,
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Memorandum to Mre T .. W, Leavitt
Re: Senstudy 75
62-116395

DETAILS:

A memorandum on 3/9/76 advised that as a result of the
review of the SSC draft report on FBI Counterintelligence Programs
(Cointelpros), it was determined that two items included in the draft
which were unclassified should be classified "Secret." At the con=
clusion of the review, a written statement was submitted to SSC staif
member Barbara Banoff, setting forth the two items that should be
classified "Secret! in order to protect foreign intelligence sources
and/or techniques.

Miss Banoff advised SA Don K Pettus on 3/15/76 that
the Committee has agreed to delete any reference in the report to
the item which set forth the proposal that a representative of the ¥BI
Iaboratory sabotage a printing press imported from East Germany
by the Communist Party, USAy:

The second item which the review determined should be
classified appeared on page 78, paragraph 1, lines 6<8, and read as
follows: ', ¢ + to having the FBI Lab forge an informant!s report in
the target®s handwriting, thus making it extremely difficult for him
to deny the accusation,***"" Banoff advised on 3/15/76 that the staff,
after a review of this item, proposed that "*forge' be changed to
"fake,' noting that this is not the only instance in which a fake infor-
mant report has been submitted, Banoff indicated the SSC would like
to have a reply on 3/16/76 as to whether the recommended change
would be approved by the Bureau, She did indicate that if the recom-
mendation was accepted a letter would be submitted by the SSC to the
Bureau confirming the changes Supervisor David Ryan, on 3/15/76,
advised that changing the word "forge' to "fake'" would be inadequate
in that it could still compromise a technique which could cause
Communist Party members to conduct additional reviews of an
incident in 1965 when this technique was used in a successiul
counterintelligence action with foreign intelligence ramifications,

SEXRET
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;{‘ vi elephone Rm. __
F}; #(i JM/ ;lrle:i}::r Sef’y —
The purpose of this memorandum is to report the
% review of one additional page which the Senate Select

hel Committee (SSC) proposes to use in their final report on
Ee the use of informants in domestic intelligence investigations.
Y., &
§N§ ' As reported in memorandum J.G. Deegan to Mr. T.W. -
* = ﬁ‘tb Leavitt dated 3/1/76 we previously reviewed a draft of the i’:_i
§ﬁ¢ portion of the SSCproposed.report dealing with informants. -
i p e
gg‘“ On 3/1/76, at the invitation of SSC Staff Member
ggjs Robert Kelley, Supervisor Homer A. Newman, Jr., reviewed
;;E one additional page which they contemplate u31ng"Tn~th7; x
5 8 iy
=\ final report. e ’
éﬁg peci® R MAR 1977676
ggg This page was captloned ""Case Number 11, Ku Klux
Klan." The page dealt in a vague manner with the fact that

we, on one occasion, had used an informant to break away
from one Klan organization for the purpose of creating an
opposition Klan group which would cause dissension and hope-
fully neutralize Klan activities in the area. There were
no. specifics mentioned in this write-up nor did it indicate
the 'state in which this occurred nor any time frame. At

our suggestion, Mr. Kelley agreed that he would change this
write-up to reflect that we did not instigate the creation
of this new Klan group; however, did utilize this group
after it was created through our informant. Additionally,
he agreed to change this write-up to reflect that although
there were a considerable number of charters issued for new
units, only a few actually came into being. The write-up

as it appears would not further identify any of our informants
or expose any ongoing investigative techniques. This entire

-

iw'?“ ’} ! ) 3r“"
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write-up is based on the fact that we used an informant
in North Carolina some years ago to neutralize Klan
activities through the creation of an opposition Klan
group. This is obviously the situation to which Senator
Robert Morgan of North Carolina has made reference in
a number of news releases and speeches. You would have
to be intimately familiar with Senator Morgan's allega-
tions in ‘order to tie the two tgether. '

ACTION:
For information. \/Dt "
APPROVED: Comp. Syst...... Laboratory....
Assoc. Dir.gysie Ext. Affairs......o.. Legal Coun.. P"
Dep. AD Adm......... Gen. Inv..........
fw Dep. AD In Ident. .ccooennne.....
Asst. Dir.: Inspe

HW 55166

Admin.._ e intell C%QQ [7[/&{{/

DocId: 32989587 Page 82




1 T e ®
%AIGEI%;EO'S';ATES (&ERNMENT SE%ET ‘% : %: j': E: ﬁ%ﬁ,%]:zls ‘AEEE:{{.;‘:‘T:
Memorandunm i o 2
TE,.& ¢ Mr. T, ﬁ}. Leavitt 4}% DATE: 3/9/76 EZ.':S'E"C‘ZH__

Ident,

V f |
U’ ¥ . ‘\iz_/ 2.~ Mr, E, C, Peterson ——
T (1 - MI'. M. J. Stejnbeck) Intell.

rrom : F, F Cassidy. [
;‘J f"f . Laboratory
‘C:/ _‘_;.M" O.#»& 1 - Mr. F. J. CaSSIdY Legal Coun. ——

e
~* 1 Mr. 8. F, Phillips | . reseui_

sugecr: SENSTUDY 7% {;&“i T2 M D, Ryan Toh
\\s..._..___....,..»ww“‘"""ﬂ 6&&?’& ~ ]‘\{ % Teulifi:i Rm. _

R
o ki’é
%‘9 @% [ i} Director Sec'y _{
This is to advise of two items set forth in the draft report N
of the Senate Select Committee (SSC) on FBI Counterintelligence Pro-
grams (Cointelpros) which required classification and which the SSC AN

was alerted on 3/3/'76 should be classified.

On 3/2-3/'16, Intelligence Division Supervisors Don K,
Pettus, Arthur G. Pote and David Ryan reviewed the 133-page (double
spaced) SSC draft report dated 2/24/76, entitled "Cointelpro: The
FBI's Covert Action Programs against American Citizens, ' at the
SSC offices to determine if any information contained therein requiré'éi}
classification, At the conclusion of this review, the following state~~" ..
ment was presented to SSC staff member Barbara Banoff: S

MR
Classification: 3/3/16 % A

A review of the 133-page draft Senate Select
Committee report on Cointelpro indicates the following
items should be classified ”Secre:;;ac;)[r higher, to pro-
tect foreign intelligence sources  £eCNNIQUES fumn_ s 2= MDA, 4

REcqmg (a2 =Aft 2P js 0
1, Page 58, the paragraph in the foo%ote ** readipg: AR 22 1076
"The second proposal suggested that a representative
of the FBI Lab sabotage a printing press imported from ™
East Germany by the CPUSA by making certain adjust-
ments during customs inspection which would cause
abnormal wear of vital parts, "

(2 -1/,

G2 coPY FILED IN

UNRECO

CONTINUED ~ OVER

} 62-116395 7
; SECRET
T 1-62-116009 (Cointelpro)
‘ rutaa vt Classified by 5736
DR:Ij ,3 Exempt from GDS, Category Number 2
(11)}  .Date of Deglggsification Indefinite

§ 4 MAR 2 4 1976
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2, Page 78, paragraph 1, lines 6-8, reading: "...to
having the FBI Lab forge an informant's report in the
target's handwriting, thus making it extremely difficult
for him to deny the accusation, ***"

On 3/8/176, Banoff telephonically requested SA Ryan to
review the original serials for the ftwo items (100-3-104-34-1001 and
100-3-104-1492) to determine if they, infact, were classified. A
review of the files determined the first item had not been classified
and the second was classified "Confidential, ”’ Banoff was advised
these serials were originally intended to be internal documents and,
when reviewed for classification retroactively, the first was over-
looked and the second was misinterpreted as to degree of classification.
Banoff was advised that publication of this information at this time
could be reasonably expected to result in serious damage to the
national security as it could disclose intelligence sources and/or
methods, Banoff advised that she anticipated this information would
not be included in the published SSC report,

Item 1 above contains information received and reported
exclusively by our sensitive Solo informants and its publication could
cause speculation within the Communist Party as to their identities.
Item 2 relates to the capability of the FBI Laboratory in an area
with foreign intelligence ramifications. Publication of the second
item in the SSC report could cause Communist Party members io
conduct additional reviews of an incident in 1965 when this technique
was used in a successful counterintelligence action with foreign intel-
ligence ramifications, The original documents relating to these two
techniques have now been classified "Secret. "

ACTION:
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REQUHST 'F‘OR APPLAREN CE% THE DIRECTOR

“his FEmo ndum is being prepared to recommend that the

Dlrect0r~no an“ear as requested on an upcoming “Face the Hation®
TV progran,

On March 12+h Joan Barone, Assistant Producer of "Face

*He Hation,® Washington, D. C., contactsd Deputy Assistant Director

Homer A. Boynton of my staff to regquest that the glrcchor give
consideration to anpearing on the *Face the Hation” program on
the Sunday after the release of the Senate Select Committee report
on the Bureau. HMiss Barcne indicated that the report iz scheduled
to be released at the end of HMarch and, therzfore, the appearanca-
would be on Sunday, April 2nd, or if the report is delayed, Sunday,
April 1lth.

I feel that the Director shounld not appear at.this tine
on this progran. It can be axpecte& that the final report of the
Senate Select Commitiee will ke hidhly critical of the Bureau, and
I do not feel that the Director, because of other heavy commitments,
w11l have the time to he adequately briecfed to respona to thea alle-
gations contained in the report. In addition, it is felt thst the
Director should not be Stlcwatlzed by close agsociation with the
alleged mistakes and improprieties of the past. -~

H

rc?,w

—~—
——

RECOMMENDATION 2

~

Y.

That the Director not accept the invitation to appear on
"Face the Naticn® and ¥Miss Barcne be informed that the reason for
this is the Director is heavily committed for the next several

months.

1 - Mr\ Hoore - n, .
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OPTIONAL FORM NO, 10 = o

martozsmon ‘ .
UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 2 - Mr, J.TA. Mintz e

(1 - Mro P. V. Daly) Dep. AD lnv. —

5 M emomna’um&:’d Lol TV Leavite ) i
: \ 1l -~ Mr, S. F. Phillips Comp. Syst.

?ﬁo V T. W. Leavit(lwl’J’r

4 '

Ext. Affairs
4 SEQ

o
FROM :7 S. F. Phillips

DECTASSIFIED BY 6’4%%
OF_JAN 8
e n—rmﬂ [sell
This is to record for the file my review of
certain documents from Department files which Department

is furnishing copies of to the Senate Select Committee on
Intelligence Activities (SSC).

DAt 3/18/76 LA
3’ ::::::tion

Intell.
Laboratory

Legal Coun.
Plan. & Eval. —
Spec. Inve ——

SUBJECT:QENSTUDY 7
~—

Training

Telephone Rm.
Director Sec’y ——

On 3/17/76, Mr. Steven Blackhurst, Assistant
Special Counsel for Intelligence Coordination, brought to
my office several documents from Department files concerning
Martin ILuther King, Jr., and related matters which SSC Staff
Member Michael Epstein had previously reviewed at the
- T Department and then requested delivery, Blackhurst asked
@ \ Y that T review the documents to see if the Bureau had any
- objection to their delivery and to make any excisions which
the Bureau felt appropriate, After review, it was my
judgment that no problem was apparent except as relating
to one document, the New York report of SA Philip H. Sheridan
dated 7/12/63, "Communist Infiltration of the Southern
Christian Leadership Conference; IS~C" (Bureau file
100-438794~21). I suggested that on page 4 in the following,
which is the last paragraph, the portion as underlined

elow be excised: EX115 REC-62 Q‘OL // 7 :..a-7

NY T-3 advised on June 13, 1963, 7 MAR:IQ 1976
that MARTIN LUTHER KING had been

described as a real 'Marxist-Leninis
. who is following the Marxist~Leninist

1line,

- by FILED 4 .
oQ UNRECORDED COPY [ & [l - ;17 7

T
62116395 B
1 - 100~438794 (Southern Christian Leadership Conference)

sFP:1kb [hb i
G (6) Plagsified I
Q4 A EAernp‘t from GIRy: .

; atlo @{ o
Date of. DGE]SS}SEFO\ _2a- “%H
Buy U.S. Savings BondsRegularly on the Payroll Savings Plan
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Memorandum to Mr, T. W. Leavitt
Re: Senstudy 75
62~116395 ¢

(Rag\" Aol LTI
*, Al
.

XSt YO
ﬁ.f{’z,‘,f

I told Blackhurst that the reason for excision
should be any of three reasons: (1)} Could identify a
confidential informant; (2) Could affect ongoing investi-
gation; or (3) Peculiarly sensitive foreign intelligence
operation, Blackhurst indicated full understanding and
advised it will not be necessary for him to give a reason
for excision to the SSC.

ACTION:

None. For the record.,
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OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 o= 2k

Y I AN oren * 1 - M D~ Moore

, T . . 00 Assoc. Dir.
UNITEP STATES GOVERNMENT (Attn: H. A. Boynton) e A0 Aim—

M emoran dum 2 - Mr. J. A, Mintz po o
// (L -~ Mr, P. V. Daly)  gion——
/ / 1l - Mr., T. W. Leavitt Ext. Affairs
4 % . Mr. P. W. Leavitt DATE: 3/12/76  [lescem—
) } 1 - Mr. S. F. Phillips wem-—.—f’
. ,« 1 - Mr, V. V. Kolombatoy,l u,:f
FROM F. ,EEiEEi\\ 1 - Mr, S. J. Miller w2 “;:g;.
é ,@:’é’ Plan. & Eval, __
SUBJECT: SENSTUDY 75 mt‘ &ﬂoa M ?r;:::nilr;v

s Telephone Rm. .
%}2} I “.g' B{M Director Sec’y

This memorandum reports the review by Special
Agent (SA) Andrew J. Duffin of that portion of the Senate
Select Committee (SSC) draft concerning the National
Security Agency (NSA) and the Watch List,

On 3/5/76, SA Duffin reviewed the portion of the .
SSC draft report concerning NSA and the Watch List in the ‘
SSC space, The draft, 94 pages, doubled spaced, entitled
“"National Security Agency Surveillance Affecting Americans'
was classified "Top Secret/Handle Via Comint Channels
Only" and was draft dated 2/26/76.

-

The review revealed that the vast maJorlty of
the text concerned NSA and secondarily CIA and its
» cooperatlon with and support of NSA functions and only
- marginally dealt with the FBI, The references concerning
the -FBI deal particularly with the Watch List and the FBI
1nput thereto. Several quotes exerpted from FBI documents

and from testimony of individuals, i, %gé orme -
Assistant Director Wannall, were set @fig% e,_gegfééé?:‘_sw JU%'—?
however, the original documents from which these were o
taken were not available for review.[EX-11D 7 MAR 19 1976

There were three passages in the repsTt WHICh ™™
the reviewer felt were misleading (contained on pages 2, 29
and 45) which were discussed with SSC Staff Member Brebtt:
Schneitter, Mr. Schneitter advised that the individual
who actually drafted the report was no longer with the SSC
and, upon reading these questioned passages, he (Schneitter)
agreed that they were subjectively written and deleted them.

o - o g
' 3 i"(:‘

62~ 116395 x

ATD:1hblh CONTINUED -~ OVER \x
() | U A}
S el BLDTIDU
2 4 1976
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Memorandum to Mr, T, Ww. Leavitt
Re: Senstudy 75
62-116395

Mr., Wobensmith was advised that it Was the
Bureau's position that these names should not be set
forth in the report, He stated that Was NSA's adamant
Position and advised that NSA would continue to implore
the SSC to delete these names,

On 3/9/76, Mr. Brett Schneitter, SSC, supra,
telephonically advised SA Duffin that the SSC had decided

ACTION:

-------------------- Plan. & Eval.l...._L...
‘)( Dep. AD Adm......... Gen. Inv......... Reo. Memtr "

3 ident....uueeen...-. -
('%y’ )(%'b),(ﬁ 66/ 671}/\ ADZ?.[Q?-‘“V *& Inspection........... Spec. Ve

boratory. . .acmesss
: Comp. Syst......... La

W :P:)RCO\‘;I_";D. Ext. Affairs.......... Legal Coun.. 3w/
\ ssoc.

G rrinereme, WU TR bt TrRNING e

be— — - — — - I —

HW 55166
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Memorandum to Mr, T. W. Leavitt
Re: Senstudy 75
62-116395

Additionally, on page 29, a paragraph contained
examples of names of individuals and organizations
submitted for inclusion on the Watch List by Secret Service
and the FBI., Attributed to the FBI were Muhammed Ali,

Roy Innis and Eldridge Cleaver 'as well as the Black
Student Unions at many colleges and universities.,"

Mr, Schneitter was advised that it would be the FBI's
position that these names should not be set forth in the
report for numerous reasons not the least of which would
be that they could ostensibly * lead to the revelation of
sensitive sources or methods on behalf of the intelligence
community through subsequent Freedom of Information Act
(FOIA) requests or law suits, He stated he appreciated
the FBI's position; however, the decision as to the
inclusion in the SSC's report was as yet undecided.

The original handwritten notes taken during the
course of this review are being maintained in the Senstudy
Project files.

On 3/8/76, Mr. John Wobensmith, NSA, telephon-
ically conferred with SA Duffin indicating that the SSC
draft concerning his agency had been reviewed numerous
times by NSA personnél and, in fact, by NSA's Director
and Deputy Director, both of whom passed on its contents
as to classification and accuracy. He noted that ultimately
when the report is published it will not be classified
and NSA has agreed to this as they have successfully
accomplished deletions which would necessitate classification.
He advised that the only item contained in the report
with which NSA was still concerned was the setting out
of actual identities of individuals and groups as contained
on the Watch List submitted by Secret Service and FBI.

CONTINUED ~ OVER
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OPTIONAL FORM NO, 10 s = <. - *
MAY 1962 EDITIOW « :

GSA FPMR (41 CFR) 101116 ) ‘

UNITED STATES GOVllgNMENT A

Dep. AD Adm.
Dep. AD Inv. —

Memorandum gy

|
ﬁ%{ Jenkins DATE: 3/10/76 ooles &5
&YEA-E‘W Ident.

. \{}., fﬂ)ﬁ ¢ ﬂon 4
‘D * " Iioore ! Jr ¢ - /.I xﬁﬁ T‘E QLASSIWWL/ Laborumr)’
. . ' . Legal Coun,
(> /-——\ I' DATE Plan. & Eval.
TUDY 75 ‘/ Spec. Inv.

\RFTCLE--BY-OHN ‘CREWDSON, "MEW YORK TIMES" /}T;lfﬁ:i R, —
'r.u,I PLNPH'QAT“ION,"’Mm"“f{&ﬁ“%w, 1976 ’ ( // ¢ 4 Director Sec’y
g\f

[

John Crewdson, reporter for the "New York Times," contacted
Deputy Assistant Director Homer Boynton of my staff on March 9th to
advise that he was preparing a story which would allege that the FBI

had been penetrated by the XGB on three occasions since World War "
II. U
. : N
Crewdson stated that one of these penetrations was in \\
New York, one in Washington, and one in San Francisco. FHe related
that his information concerning the San Francisco penetration was \\
guite incomplete and had to do with some FBI documents which were ‘
reportedly furnished to a member of the Soviet Consulate in
San Francisco and a member of the Consulate subsequently attempte@
to sell these documents back to the Governrment. The New York :an%i@t
involved an Agent in that office; however, Crewdson would provide
no additional details. He did state, however, that he was famili
with the story involving "Edie," a waitress in a restaurant next t@
the ew York FBI Office who had had an affair with an Agent in thé%
Hew Yoxk Dffice; however, Crewdson was also aware that this mattera
was concluded with a determination that it was not a penetration Q
of the FBI by the XGB. 8
Crewdson also advised that he had additional information
that an Agent in the Washington Field Office (whose name he did no
know) was involved with the XGB and that this Agent had obtained
some documents from the Washington Field Office and had furnished
them to the Soviets. The Bureau resolved this matter when it observed
the Agent making a telephone call from a telephone booth~—supposedly
to a Soviet contact. The telephone booth whlch was in Montgomer
County, Maryland, was placed under SUrpeEe. é% éit oﬁ theéé@ﬁ?
Washington Field Office. The Agent who was reﬁ%é §e E%%ﬁ' WI
Soviets was observed making a phone call and was subsequent1y inter-
viewed and fired. ST, 115¢

- 7 .
4 Fy’h”.R 19 - 3

Crewdson stated that he had all of the aforementioned
information from a highly reliable source. T T s

Mr. Adams

Mr, Leavitt (CONTINUED—OVER);MI? /
lMr. Seymor Phillips 4
Mr, Moore e s Qb@

Buy U‘J S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payrol] Savings Plan
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Memorandum to Mr. Jenkins
Re: Senstudy 75

The following statement was furnished to Crewdson as
the Director's reponse to the allegations set forth above:

"FBI Director Clarence M., Kelley advised that all
U. S. Intelligence agencies are targets for pene-
tration by hostile foreign intelligence services.
The FBI is no exception and is constantly on the
alert to detect such attempts at penetration. Over
the years several allegations have come to our
attention that attempts have been.made to penetrate
the FBI. Exhaustive investigations have not disclosed
any evidence that a hostile foreign intelligence
service ever successfully recruited or operated an
employee of the FBI."

RECOMMENDATION

For record purposes.

/
o ‘#W@”

OJW‘
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OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 5010~106 A
- MAY 1962 EDITION
N G&.,ssu..xsc NO. 27 ‘
UNITED STATES GQERNMENT Asso éﬁ{

1 7\167’)207’6172&’7/{772 1 -~ Mr, J. B, Adams WXl
‘/JJ e 1 - Mr., D, W, Moore ;;ﬂ
i o\ . Comp. Syst,
" ,g/m wed T, V. Teavitt DATE: March 9, 1976 s & Com.
v’{ } 2 - MI'. J. A. Mintz ﬁ:ef:“lnv ==
(1 - MI’. Puv- ]?a'I-Y) |nspechp _;
FROM : &R, L, Shackelfordﬁﬂ 1 - Mr, T, W. Leavitt Intell. §_1
\ - 1 - Mr) S. F. Phillips =i —
/9 1l - Mr, R.L.Shackelford Spec. I i
 SUBJECTY SENSTUDY-75 1 - Mr. B. C. Rachner  Temifes
| . e Legal Coy o Y
Telgephn réi_
DirectorSec
This nemorandum.yeports the review of that ; -
section of the Senate Select Committee (88 arattTeport,, o

captioned ”IRQMw,An«Lytelllgence Resource and Collector!! L‘

§X~Sect10n Chief R. L, Shackelgord and Special Agent B. C. }3
ac

y

hner,

A request was made to the Legal Counsel Division : *"‘

for Bureau personnel to review above document £or need for ? ‘

¥i£§%£§§;i&£a$i . On 3/2/76 this review was conducted consisSting
of pages 17 through 52 of that document and based on the

review of the document alone, which was the only material

available, no need for classification is evident.

The document purportedly studies the means o
obtaining and the uses made of IRS tax information,
report relates primarily to the pre-~1968 period and criticizes
\J) IRS for release of tax information without requiring a stated
purpose and criticizes the FBI for some of its uses of the
information., For your information, the pre-1968 procedures
for obtaining tax information by the FBI would appear to have
been accurately supported., There was no definition of the
exact procedures subsequent to 1968 other than to mention that
in 1968 by virtue of IRS redquest procedures were changed. No
reference was made to procedures used for obtaining tax
information subsequent to 1968, Beginning in 1968 IRS
tightened up their procedures and required a formal letter
from an Assistant Attorney General for the Bureau to obtain
the returns. 1In general, the report was hji ghly crlt al of
IRS for the release of tax ifKok}dtRECEL ﬁazrposelugj’
and highly critical of what appear to be 1sola%@duﬂn
where FBI use of the information obtained was "illegalld' |
7 MAR 1976
In support of their conclusion of improper use of
| IRS tax information, the report cites the casewtisvoIvhmy s
antiwar activist Sidney Moxris Peck, who is not identified
by name in the report, and the late Martin Luther King, whose

.

Zten

N

B

ALT, KHPORMATICH cwm%”’&c/_.g

EORETH IS 0TSSP
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62-116395

RLS:BCR/pcn
(9) (i CONTINUED - OVER

H§ ﬁlMﬁAR I%uéltﬁzaggﬁgﬁﬁ'}' Page 94




Memorandum to Mr. T, W. Leavitt
Re:; SENSTUDY-75
62-116395

identity is set forth, Both of these instances appear to be
related to COINTELPRO actions involving the two men, The
portions of the report concerning the Black Extremist Program
bnd King were reviewed by Special Agent H. A, Newman.

Several errors were noted in the report, one being
improper attributions to Special Agent Rachner, which were
corrected. 1In discussion with Walter Ricks, SSC Staff Member,
it was pointed out that material contained on pages 49 and 50
concerning the FBI's role in audits done by IRS regarding
Students for a Democratic Society (SDS) were not believed to

fee 4 be accurate, Ricks advised that he could not say positively
of# p.:uﬂ that this information was obtained from FBI documents and,
szf' r1Led! in fact, admitted that the language used appeared somewhat

wz;éf}aﬁ Speculatlve and he would make an effort to change the report

and “7" L. \to put the FBI's role in proper perspective, Ricks stated

fosucéﬁ he would discuss this matter with other staff members and

oaNa f:’ try to f£ind the source of the conclusions and if the comments

ﬁﬁ% e, were not documented try to make appropriate revisions.,
Sl

personnel contained no recommendations by SSC. With the
exception of the above~cited information conceraning SDS,

all material cited appears to have been documented and facts
as set forth stood on their own,

! The portion of the report reviewed by Bureau

RECOMMENDATION :

Because of selection of the SSC of isolated instances
of questionable use of IRS tax information, no press response
be developed attempting to challenge this section of the
draft report. The primary thrust of the report is aimed at
IRS release of tax information without requiring sufficient
Justification,

Q/ ) / @ /\%/%%’ i
N\ E@/}m

.t
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OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20530

MAR 15 1976

'ﬁallﬂgg, Assistant Director
Mnsel Division
ral Bureau of Investigation

Fedt

FROM: Steven Blackhurst
Assistant Special Counsel for
Sb Intelligence Coordination

SUBJECT: SSC Letter Dated March 9, 1976

Attached for your information is a letter from .
the ate Sele ittee dated March 9, 1976. No
action is necessary unless the Bureau has objections

to those portions of the draft report referred to in
the SSC letter.

B115
RECG-38 bo 1@ if::__/t/qéj

7 MAR 18 1976

v

58

AR

cc: Paul Daly
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15
» FRANK CHURCH, IDAHD, CHAIRMAN . -
. JOHN G, TOWER, TEXAS, VICE CHAIRMAN T

PHILIP A, HART, MICH, HOWARD H. BAKER, JR., TENN,
WALTI-:;VF MONDALE, MINN, BARRY GOLDWATER, ARIZ, [ * '7 N -
WALTER D. HUDDLESTONS KY. CHARLES MC C. MATHIAS, JR., MD,’
ROMERT MORGAN, N.C. RICHARD S, SCHWEIKER, PA. ,cs ES
Winited Diates Denat
WILLIAM G. MILLER, STAFF DIRECTOR e & 95 cﬂ@ e
FREDERICK A. O, SCHWARZ, JR., CHIEF COUNSEL,
CURTIS R. SMOTHERS, MINORITY COUNSEL . SELECT COMMITTEE TO
?3 l ' l l Ao 244 DY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH
""\ v‘_ Hll ESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES
- (PURSUANT TO S. RES. 21, ${TH CONGRESS)
o~ r v | RS e :
Ul N R WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510
h&mL UNIT

March 9, 1976

Michael E. Shaheen, Jr., Esdq.
Special Counsel for Intelligence Coordination -
Office of Deputy Attorney General
U. S. Department of Justice
Washington, D. C. 20530

Dear Mike:

During the week of March 1-5, 1976, Mr. Robert Shackleford
and other officials of the FBI Intelligence Division re-
viewed a draft portion of the Select Committee's final re-
port on domestic intelligence. This portion of the report
included the following:

II. The Growth of Domestic Intelligence: 1936 to Date

B. The Establishment of a Permanent Domestic Intel-
ligence Structure: '1936-1945

C. Domestic Intelligence in the Cold War Era:
1946-1963. -

Thigs letter is to confirm that John E1liff was assured by
Mr. Shackleford that the FBI has no objection on security
grounds to the publication of this report. 'If any changes
are made in the substance of this portion of the report,
it will be resubmitted prior to publication.

" Thanks very much for your help throughout the inguiry into
this subject. ) OFFICE OF LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS , » ~

Sincerely, ///é‘v ¥ gf/’/M&?m’é lg’gﬂmdu@
AéirW”°V£ﬁiéii‘° tth?’c

Frederick A. O. SChwar I
Chlef Counsel t';l'ﬂﬁ al 876 /

. !
cc: Mr. Paul Daly #.A.0.

Mr. Robert Shackleford sgyyﬁﬁ OF TEAS -7
497
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OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20530

MAR 15 1976

Assistant Director

Z,
e = | o3 Ao o el

Lega 1 Division
Fedetigd Bireau of Investigation
FROM: Steven Blackhurst {ﬁﬁ
Assistant Special Counsel for ‘ﬁ(ﬁz Q,‘ﬁ&’g&
S% Intelligence Coordination - '@‘:D
k@ﬁ‘“}}/g/ .
SUBJECT: SSC Letter Dated March 9, 1976 Yiﬁgﬁ\

ttached for your information is a letter
from th e elect Committee dated March 9, 1976.
No action is necessary unhess..the Bureau has objection%/»

to the insert to the draft report referred to in the S

SSC letter. wﬂw)

2
EX-115
ws pa-pzze M
I /

) 7 MAR 18 1976 :

S

cc: Paul Daly
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FRI'DERICKA O. SCHWARZ, JR., CHIEF COUNSEL,
CURT]S R. SMOTHERF. MINORI
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FRANK CHURSH, IDAHO, CHAIRMAN . -~

JOHN G, TOWER, TEXAS, VICE CHAIRMAN
PHILIP A. HART, MICH. FOWSRD H, BAKER, N. N D S
WALTER F.MONDALE, MINN, BARRY GOLUWATER) A e
WALTER D; HUDDLESTON, KY.  CHARLES MC C. MATHIAS, JR. .MD
ROBERT'MORGAN, N.C. RICHARD S. SCHWEIKER, PA, S
GARY HART, COLO. ’3 C { a /%f -E
(Y ,J e ECS eryexye

WILLIAM G, MILLER, STAFF DIRECTOR

COUNSEL SELECT COMMITTEE TO

a0 r P} ’ STUDY GOVERNMENTAL. OPERATIONS WITH
l 3? RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

(PURSUANT TO S. RES. 21, 94TH CONGRESS)

OED 08 & \“.TH“C
~~~~~~~~ A Fg u . WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510
cJJ\” ”

March 9, 1976

Michael E. Shaheen, Jr., Esq, : ﬁm§§§§~er &
Office of Professiondl Responsibility '»gﬁﬁﬁgﬁﬁﬁfv

U.S. Department of Justice (Room 4313) kil p O

Washington, D.C. 20530 “ %@?,‘M ‘

Dear Mike:

On March 8, 1976 Mr. Homer Newman of the FBI reviewed
for security problems an insert captioned Case No. 11 to
the Select Committee's draft report entitled '""The Use of

- Informants in FBI Domestic Intelligence Investigations."

(Previously, as set out in Steve Blackhurst's letter dated
March 2, 1976, the Department of Justice cleared the above ,
referenced report with respect to security matters.) -

After reviewing the proposed insert, Mr. Newman
stated that no problem was raised with respect to security.
This letter is intended to confirm the fact that unless I
receive word to the contrary from you, the Department of
Justice has no objection to the publication of the above
referenced report including the insert reviewed on March 8
by Mr. Newman. ‘

Thanks very much for your help throughout on this '
matter.

Sincerely, —

/3@%&‘41&7@“" ,é

Frederick A. O Schwarz, Jr.
Chief Counse

- GRS e s aive AFFAIRS
Paul Daly, FBI %@uf@ﬁuw M

CEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

..e,g, | MAR 11 1976 J\&é
. I

ce:

T &

RAD. D
FICE OF LECISLATIVE \WFFAIRS | ;
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UNITED STATES GO ! ERNMENT

5010-106

J. ! Adams

*

_. 1- Mr, p
. M mO du P ?_'/i[,r. 1\J;f A.P Mint?)al ) Dop. AD Inv. —
,‘ - T, . V. y Asst, Dir.:
| 'E g ¢ ran m 1- Mr., D. W, Moore ., s
. b ff Ext. Affalrs
' TO . Leavitt % @ DATE: 3/9/76 :ilesl& Com. —
¥ lden't..n :
| 1- Mr. T. W, Leavitt tnspecke®
| FROM Ca,ssidyé 1- Mr. F, J, Cassidy umé;[f_ji
g I- M. § I, Phillips Loy —
MI‘ D R an an. Yale o
SUBJEczT!‘f SENSTUDY 75 - AL THF AI‘I{)I% CODTATIZED v S oo

\..,..,n—-»..wm«»’”“‘”"

Training

Telephone Rm, __

BEREIN I8 INQIASSIFID
DATE, s SPO AN

This is to set forth for background purposes only | e
comments made by a Senate Seiect Committee (SSC) staft” member /\ 2
relatifig to the preparatlon of its drs draft report on "'Cointelpro:  The |

Director Sec'y —_

o,

%;
i
/ff

L o
FBI's Covert Action Programs aﬁamst American Citizens, " 5 FAR {l
On 3/2-3/76 Supervisors Don K, Pettus, Arthur G, Pote \\i“
and David Ryan of the Intelligence Division visited. SSC offices to \\\
review the draft of the Coiimitiee's Teport on Comtelpros or the need oy
Tor-ctassification aid Felated matters, _A separate memorandum is, RS
being prepared detailing the results of this review. Information seb. \;}3
forth herein was furnished in personal conversations by SSC staif =
member Barbara Banoff, Because it is not known what assumption g
of co confldentlallty was intended by Banoff, it is being set forth herein 2
for background purposes to assist those offlclals involved in matters B
relating to the SSC. < 3
On 3/2/176, in furnishing copies of the draft report to _,«") é
Bureau representatives, Banoff stated '"Try not to get upset about " )
the inflammatory statements.' On 3/3/76 Banoff commented that 8
this was the fifth draft of the SSC report on Cointelpros, mdlcatmg =]

disagreement with many of the changes made, When one of the Bureau
representatives indicated to her that much of the language of the report
did not sound like her wording, she indicated.the report had been sub-
jected to considerable rewriting by SSC Chief Counsel Fredemck_gA O,

| §€H‘W’§’fi’ Ji.She said Schwarz had edited and rewrltten the “Treport

62~ 116395 EX-115 CONTINUED OVER /
1~ 62-116009 (Cointelpro) D) /// [ 27 {24%@’2
o /",‘ = MES i
o REG3glr A /1 2 202
(10) 7 MAR 18 1976
84 MAR22
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Memorandum to Mr, T, W, Leavitt
Re: Senstudy 75
62~116395

and instructed hez, to take similar action to give it "punch' and add
&aolox;._” She said Schwarz: had completely rewritten, h1mse]f the
\ first two pages of the report and he had also el1m1nated from the

report "flatter’ material inserted by Banoff.

It is noted the first two pages of the draft report contained
such statements as ""Cointelpro is the story of decent men who did
terrible things for what they saw as the greater good of the country, *
and ". . . the techniques were adopted Wholesale from wartime
mtelllgence. "

Banoff also advised that gfter SchwarZ had.rewritten
portions of the report, it had been read by Comimittee member
Senator Walter_E, Mondale, ~Mondale had returned the report, instruc-
fm”'g“égﬁe of the "editorializing! be el iminateds T

RIS

On 3/2/76 Ryan was greeted by Schwarz. at the Committee
offices. Schwarz. queried as to Ryan's opinion of the draft report.
When Ryan indicated the report was based on selective documentation,
much taken out of context, Schwarz: responded, '""Well, what did you
expect?”

_Banoff opined the draft.report on.Cointelpro would.
receive considerable add1t10nal |_editing by Schwarz , Minority CounSOI
‘Curtis R._Smothers, and by Cominittee members _before it was finally
released for publication. She also expressed the opinion it would be
‘snortened cons cons.ldex;ably from its present 133 pages (double spaced)

prior to its 1 publication.,

None, For information. ?‘@/
% 2 Y
v”;"f: ‘)“%"
¢«
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94ms CONGRESS
20 SEssION

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES

FEBrUARY 2,1976
Mz, CaurcHa submitted the following resolution ; ‘which was referred by

= P
[} ©
£ PESEZOFR gt‘ ME unanimous consent to the Committee on Rules and Administration
bl [=] o
& g B 32 & 2. ®nQ
o HQHUQE'goN. w (A9
“ S8 42 B fﬁé
= =g P8 wo g R m RS
25 SegpREEE §:
FEy ol RiEsEAE B a ‘
s E (S 22858 5E¢E Q| ea
2% g |8 55 8%.5 2
] F— ’;d H ®
zes |2) DeesEieE ‘
E & g0 <93 o g e - . .
EE D g gemgg gl c E Authorizing additional expenditures by the Select Committee To
2" © N =TI L - T e
o =3 Q . . .
£S5 || é 28y o g :.] . Study Governmental Operations With Respect to Intelligence
o B —aa B =
5 6 = @ P . . . . . . N
Q gg Q. L3 o W Activities for an inquiry and investigation relating to in-
E gEdERE eI | . . :
E ® § § 25 S EE Z ~J telligence activities carried out by or on behalf of the Fed-
o+ = [=N ® o & - . . .
® &2 9 ; P 2w eral Government, and extending the date for submission of
=] o ST e ¢ .=

the final report of such select committee.

Resolved, That the date for submission of thg final re-
port of the Select Committee To Study Governmental Oper-
ations With Respect to Intelligence Activities of the results

of the investigation and study conducted pursuant to S. Res.

“
) S O R Rt

21, Ninety—fourfh Congress, is extended to March 15, 1976,

6 and after the submission of its final report the select com-

7 mittee shall have until May 31, 1976, to closé its affairs and
e Sor——— e,

8 shall cease to exist at the close of such day.

\ 5o




~-t

L . . R '
o o - Y ¢
: L, fﬁj 9

Szc. 2. The expenses of the select committee from March 1,

1
2 1976, through May 31, 1976, shall not exceed $400,000,

3 of which amount not to exceed $15,000 may be expended
4 for the procurement of individual consultants or organiza-
5 tions thereof. Such expenses shall be paid from the con-

E Y
£ R

6 tittgent fund of the Senate upon vouchers approved by the
7 chairman of the select committee, except that vouchers shall

8.. not be required for the disbursement of salaries of employees

9 paid atan annual rate. -
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Memorandum
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The attached :S ,_—u27 ey é_ 74 has been’

received in the Records Section, appropriately initialed, and
indicated for file. By use of instant transmittal memorandum,
all necessary recording and indexing will be accomplished. It
is to be noted this form is for internal use only within the
Records Section, principally by the Routing Unit where bulky
material not accompanied by memorandum is usually received.

The enclosure, if bulky and not usually filed with
other papers in file, may be detached but this action should
be clearly noted under the word "Enclosure,"
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OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20530

MAR 11 1976

FROM: Steven Blackhurst
E) Assistant Special Counsel for
S Intelligence Coordination

SUBJECT: SSC Letter Dated March 11, 1976

Atstached for your information is a letter
from the-Senate Select Committee dated March 11, 1976.

Biiatanc - ¥ Y

ENCLOSURE

cc: Paul Daly

(SR R 2 4 176

"7819“
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B
FRANIS CHURCH, IDAHO, CHAIRMA ‘
JOHN G, TOWER, TEXAS, vxcs CHAIR .
PHILIP A7 NART, MICH.. HOWARD H. BAKERTSR., TENN,
WALTES F, MONJALE, MINN, BARRY GOLDWATER, ARIZ.
WALVER D, HUDDLESTON, KY. CHARLES MC C. MATHIAS, JR., MD,
AGBERT MORGAN, N.C. * RICHARD S. SCHWEIKER, PA.
Rnited Blates Senate
-
WILLIAM G. MILLER, STAFF DIRECTOR Tee 2= e e
FREDERICK A. 0. SCHWARZ, JR., CHIEF COUNSEL T T
CURTIS R, SMOTHERS, MINORITY COUNSEL SELE COMMITTEE TO

STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH
. RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

(PURSUANT TO S. RES. 21, $4TH CONGRESS)
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

‘ ' March 11, 1976

Michael E. Shaheen, Jr., -Esq.
Special Counsel for Intelligence Coordination
Office of the Deputy Attorney General

U. S. Department of Justice . sﬁgb
Washington, D. C. 20530

Dear Mike: : -

In recent days the Select Committee has submit-

ted portions of its report to the FBI for review to deter- -

mine whether their publication might inadvertently reveal -
| classified information. This process is proceeding smooth-
; v ly, and I have advised you periodically of the results.

I want to assure you that the Select Committee
does not intend to publish any materials without prior
review by the FBI. The inclusion in the report of specific
references to, quotations frqm, or summaries of material
provided by the Bureau does not mean_that the Committee
will interpret clearance "of the report by the Blifecau as a
basis Eor “disciosing the underlying ‘materials. If any ’
)Haaltlonal materials or portions_ theredf which 46 not
, appear in the Teport are to be considered " for “publication

or other public release, prior review by the FBI will be

sought.

Sincerely,

Doddeent /5 0. Ae

FPrederick A. 0. Schwarz, Jr.
Chief Counsel

U2 /6 395 _/i “it)

ErCLOSHREY
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LA R PP LaZw pame e e AT LIE 0 :-5“255‘9;?&"’- :
5 - . “ . - hauted - S e
‘ ) X 3 - ORI R By -
: The Honorable “Edward -H: Levi -&i:t niey AR
- . - . - he . - 25 - -
f Attorney :General of ‘the United States: Ry 23 :
( Department .of ‘Justice ¥wuat v m=r ro T EmBaT A X
J Washington; D.C.w20530 % * Ziad tha ore. J wET .
h TETLLEET COTE Vs Lavei TR pofeong 4§ ergruinstlons 4
- R 4__ 5 » ,_‘,- S 3 s ‘;‘
Dear :#r. Attorney Generalr=warrial hLii. Zsgiitinmcie ofn g
‘ Loty e AiviigTac., w7 not tobs iy oprohiniisek, T 80T L ;
, . . - e g - - L g
.- “---: .Thank you for your ‘letter of Mardh:3.-1976- . ]
. » i

and the enclosed revised guildelines.: I belfeve that I
real progress is being made in this difficult process =~ .
by your office.- It is my intention to continue ocur . K
hearings designed to formulate legislation to pro- - :f =
gy vide the appropriate limits’of authority and polidy =  # .
: ' for FBI:-activity -in the gomestic security area ini~"" - -

i : : .tially and other areas of their responsibility sub~ *"
P - gequently.- ool Ths Coco DS o moen Tte D T, o

)

ey

LR -4

I would -1ike to Share with yon my thoughtas - -~
on some problem areas which'I perceive-in the Domestie ™
Security Investlgations guidelines;*: The first involves
preliminary investigations.'” These “investigations are -
: not subject to the same reporting regiirements as full -
5 . investigations; unless they involve:50-day extensions. -
It seems clear that preliminary investigations will : -
constitute the bulk of such cases in terms of the - =~ - =
= oumber.of cases, though prebably not in terms of in- _
‘ vestigative effort expended. ' The -guideYines indicat -
| that preliminary investlgations may be terminated at &57-
j ‘ any time by the Attorney General, his designee, or _ -
¥BI Headguarters. “If no 90-day extensions are involved, .
it is anlikely that such termination by the Attorney - -
General or FBI Headquarters would ever occur, since only &

- - - - haadi
‘ R - - -
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The Honorable Edward H. Levi
“~-March 11, 1976
Page 2 .

periodic reporting upon regnest of the-Department of
J‘mtice 18 required" i"““(f L e Ty - '~;,““5.., - .v‘;‘.“;'.’:.". . ."w- SR

el - “ = —-
AT e K3 ». BT ~er "«f -

’ i One of tha continuing controversiesxin this %
area is*the .bages for .opening preliminary, investigations.
An.B89-day praliminary investigation:employing each of: !
the tachniques enumerated in paragraph IIE, which ends --,
without further action, is-the Bureau activity-whichsx ~:
mst be continually, monitored, , -Thesa kinds. of inveSti- .
gations will involve, to a great extent, persons or -

e

organizations who have been falsely or mistakenly | - - .5
identified, -I believe that we need to be able to assure.

' curselves and the public that the opening of such in- %

vestigations which involve:persons or organizations ™ :z.
engaged .in posisibly controversial but legitimate con=* ;7. -
duct are minimized, if not totally prohibited. I.4o . ::
not believe .that the ress or.the Attorney General =
should be in the position\of:being unaware of the ~~~ %

nature of the allegations .pr information which activates '

preliminary investigationgs- I:am-not calling-for a .
constant presence of either your-department or the . -
Congress. But we must bea able to devise a joint mech- :-
anism so that your department and the Congress undexr—~ ~ .
stand how and vhy cases ara initiated., I will greatly
appreclate your reaction and comments about this concern.

) The guidelines for domestic security lnvesti- :
gations and for reporting on civil disorders and demon~
strations provida a number of formal reporting regquire-"
ments which will enable your depariment to closely monitor

" most of the describad activities. T would 1ike to ba

able to implement with your depariment a méthod whereby .
the Congress can be a particdipant in the receipt and -~
analysis of such reports. I believe this ¢c be extremely .
important at the beginning while the guidelines are
getting thelr initial Ffield testing, On this isspe, I
would also appreciate your earliest comment and response.

In the guidelxnas for reporting on civil dig--
orders, there are at least three paragraphs (IVB, IVD .-
and VB) which call for authorization by yvour office. T
believe it is appropriate apd necessary that such authori-
zation be in writing. The accountability concept nay well

e -
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The Honorégle Edward H, ILevi
March 11, 19876
Page 3

®

dissolve as time and memories paas if ‘such is not

memorialized, I beliave that your department has

no objection to being accountablée in writing for

. itm decisions, but we must concern ourselves about

: policy for future Attorneys General. In this area,
I again solicit your oomments and views. ;

L

Thank you again for keeping the Subcommittee

advised of your progress in these areas of our mutual
- X intel'eSto..» K3

.-

: -
> - -
- o~ -~
- R
>
- < =
—
=
.
WL
R
»
I A =
. " .
-

LA A

'3

}*H 55166 Dm:!Id 3293953? e

RN SN

=T
RS

T TrREELe Swlr L Tie Taas T - -
TEE S r ey -
R .
i e Witk‘kind regards.
Bl "'4.:\::?- _ i¥ ":‘ -
TR R T ‘Sincerely yours, )
etz L MELosti memeiaylll oL W _' T
" R TR Lo - .
-~ . ‘, ~ " .-
' N . - . 1. '~
B e ¥ SR :
— f“:}“;iﬁ* - 'Don Edwards ﬂfz’
20 -V PR RN S Ch ai]mﬂan . Cal 32
R -j“‘!' el
PO Subcommittee on- Civil and e
I s T -; L [y
o gt e o s ”Constitutional‘Rights i
T e > Al <= < \,. RSk .‘ ,‘=~&~\t' . rnt.‘;’ ' _:. % T -
- h_a e - O s A g .- & - - - !
DE:"PS.:‘: ) =- :: :i :.J“ ‘.f "“ "*.:J:(‘:ﬁ:.i; -?’ P T = oo Ehad ."; "?‘“
- DC S - 2 T oG z . LT L,
- - ERS s .ot X Aa i B= ‘43-; '...:' = :‘--:._;. - T -, .
. A - -
Y —- -

. oS AP el
1
v am N - Coe e zove I L
= IR - : EaEY
-
- ~ - - - T
AR - - - - - o T

A Y o 4P by B A A S el

) AN Bt e wicaRieod




OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 5010-106

MAY 1962-EDITION
GSA GEN. REG. MO, 27

UNITED STATES GUQERNMENT

Memorandum

. W. Leavitt

"L, Shackelfor%ﬁb

.~

SUBJECT{ SENSTUDY-75 ,

#4

\_,___‘______///
PURPOSE:

To record receipt of letter from Frederick A, 0.
Schwarz, Jr., Chief Counsel, recording the review by SA's

3

el e

DATE:

Mr,
Mr.
Mr,
Mr.
Mr.
Mx,
Mr.,

‘ ‘ ‘

Ja
T,
R,
T,
S.
A,
H.

March 11, 1976
A, Mintz (Daly)

W.
L.
Jd.
¥,
L.
A.

Assoc. Dir.
Dop. AD Adm. _
Dep. AD Invom__

Asst. Dir.:

Admin.
Comp. Syst,
Ext. Affairs
Files & Com,
Gen. Inv.
Ident.
Inspection
Intell.
Laboratory
Plan. & Eval.

Leavitt
Shackelford
McNiff
Phillips
Lacey
Newman

Spec. Inv, _ '
Tralqi
il
Telephbne Rm. 2z

Director 'y

Newman, Lacey, McNiff and myself of a portion of the Senate
Select Committee's report for classification -purposes.

DETAILS:

This review of the first two parts of a three~part
section of the report concerning domestic intelligence
investigations was conducted on 3/4/76.

problems were apparent from a review of the draft, which
was the only material available, and John E11iff, Task Force
Director, was so advised by Shackelford on 3/5/76.

No classification

The

>

attached letter is consistent with arrangements for

confirming this advice,

E11iff was advised of other areas of the report
where the reviewers took exception to the language used

and conclusions drawn,
and dated 3/10/76.

RECOMMENDATIONS :

None,

Attachment

RLS/pcn

i’k‘@%\ﬁg\; ‘ &4.5‘2;@9
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S
S
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This was the subject of separate
memorandum, Phillips to Mr, Leavitt, captioned as aboie

15 REC3EY &

For record purposes.




FRANIGCHURCH, IDAHO, CHAIRMAN
JOHN G, TOWER, TE#WS, VICE CHAIRMAI \
PHILIP A. HART, MICH. HOWARD H. BAKER, Nk, TENN, -

WALTER F. MONDALE, MINN. BARRY GOLDWATER, ARIZ.
WALTER D. HUDDLESTON, KY. CHARLES MC C. MATHIAS, JR., MD.

zﬁsning;ég‘ngg&fq.c. RICHARD S, SCHWEIKER, PA, ?J Cuifeh ,%fa{eﬁ ,%en“ie

WILLIAM G. MILLER, STAFF DIRECTOR
FREDERICK A. 0. SCHWARZ, JR., CHIEF COUNSEL

CURTIS R. SMOTHERS, MINORITY COUNSEL . SELECT COMMITTEE TO

STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH
-RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

(PURSUANT TO S. RES. 21, 94TH CONGRESS)

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

March 9, 1976

Michael E. Shaheen, Jr., Esqg.

Special Counsel for Intelligence Coordination
Office of Deputy Attorney General
U. S. Department of Justice »
Washington, D. C. 20530 aLk

Dear Miker

During the week of March 1-5, 1976, Mr. Robert Shackleford
and other officials of the FBI Intelligence Division re-
viewed a draft portion of the Select Committee's final re-
port on domestic intelligence. This portion of the report
included the following:

II. The Growth of Domestic Intelligence: 1936 to Date

B. The Establishment of a Permanent Domestic Intel-
ligence Structure: 1936-1945

C. Domestic Intelligence in the Cold War Era:
1946-1963.

This letter is to confirm that John E11liff was assured by
Mr. Shackleford that the FBI has no objection on security
~grounds to the publication of this report. If any changes
are made in the substance of this portion of the report,

it will be resubmitted prior to publication.

‘Thanks very much for your help throughout the inquiry into
this subject.

Sincerely,

ER 7S

Frederick A. 0. Schwarz, Jr.
Chief Counsel

cc: Mr. Paul Daly
Mr. Robert Shackleford —

E‘ 1
ENCLASURS: \\j,
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FROM: AC , SAN DIEGO RSP 7 A Plan. & Bval, . §
Qgﬁﬁ}% 0‘&% 4 Spec. Inv. g
N . “5@ - %@2‘ ) </ Traijning - g
Gt A S A | S
. v . y clephone Rm. ... §
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"\QAT APPROXIMATELY FOUR THRITY P.M., PST, MARCH NINE, LAST,

CURTURICRTIORS SE0TIUN

. ‘ 4 - o= =t - Assoc. Dir.

- /| . ‘ Dep-AD-Adm.— §
DR Dep-AD-INVeo §
‘ ’ 0 Asst. Dir.: )
- Rs;— "‘)8 Admin,
NR11 SD PLAIN Comp. Syst.

v

- Ext. Affairs 0¥ %
11:30 AM MARCH 18, 1976 URGENT PGH

REBUTELCALLS BETWEEN INSPECTOR HOMER BOYNTON TO ASAC BARGER,
SD, MARCH NINE AND%MARCH TEN INSTANT.
ON MARCH NINE LAS'i' DIRECTOR KELLEY HELD A PRESS CONFERENCE IN
SAN DIEGO ATTENDED BY TELEVISION, RADIO AND ANEWSPAPERMEN, AMONG
WHOM WaAS PATRICK DILLON, SAN DIEGO UNION. CONFERENCE WAS HELD 5

BETWEEN T%O AND TWO THIRTY FIVE P.M.., PACIFIC STANDARD TIME (PST) .
e

/

RPN
\/ PATRICK‘}*’\B-I.LL(MLLED THE SD OFFICE REQUESTING TO SPEAK DIRECTLY WITH

DIRECTOR KELLEY. HE waS INFORMED THE DIRECTOR WAS NOT AVAILABLE

AND THAT ANY MATTER HE WISHED TO DISCUSS WITH THE DIRECTOR COULD BE

HANDLED BY ASAC BARGER. AT THAT POINT HE ﬁé% THAT A RESPONSE _ /[7/317
@(—115 REC-00 £ 2 —#rp, 377110 .

TO0 THE FOLLOWING GUESTION BE OBTAINED, EITHER DENIAL, AFFIRWMATION

OR ANY ELABORATION THE DIRECTOR WISHED TO MAKE: "DOES PHEMAR 18 1675

DIRECTOR HAVE ANY INFORMATION THAT THE FBI, AFTER WORLD WER™IT,

WAS INFILTRATED BY HOSTILE FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE". HE HAVE NO

{HH‘ 5%1%AR]§3‘31.19Z§939537 Page 117
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BACKGROUND CONCERNING THIS INQUIRY AND THIS QUESTION WAS IMMEDIATELY
RELAYED TO DIRYCTOR KELLEY. ADVICE WAS RECEIVED FROM DIRECTOR
KELLEY THAT HE HaAD JUST TALKED WITH INSPECTOR BOYNTON, EXTERNAL
AFFAIRS, CONCERNING SIMILAR INQUIRY RECEIVED FROM CREWDSON OF THE NEW
YORK TIMES AND DIRECTOR ASKED THAT SIMILAR RESPONSE AS GIVEN TO
CREWDSON BE FURNISHED TO DILLON. AFTER DISCUSSING THIS WITH
INSPECTOR BOYNTON, ASAC BARGER FURNISHED THE FOLE%g}NG TO PATRICK
DILLON IN RESPONSE TO HIS INQUIRY, "THE FBI WAS AWARE OF ATTEMPTS

TO INFILTRATE THE BUREAU IN RECENT YEARS. HOWEVER, WE HAVE
CONDUCTED EXHAUSTIVE INVESTIGATIONS AND THOSE INVESTIGATIONS HAVE
NOT DISCLOSED EVIDENCE OF ANY SUCCESSFUL RECRUITING OR OPERATION OF
AN EMPLOYEE OF THE FBI BY ANY FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE AGENCIES."

IN RESPONSE TO SD INQUIRY, DILLON ADVISED THAT HIS INQUIRY WAS
BASED ON INFORMATION HE HAD RECEIVED FROM A VERY RELIABLE SOURCE
WHICH HE DECLINED TO IDENTIFY, THAT A FORMER AGENT IN WAHSINGTON
SOMETIME AFTER NINETEEN SIXTY HAD BEEN INVESTIGATED AS POSSIBE?
BEING RECRUITED BY THE KGB. THE AGENT APPARENTLY HAD AMASSED A
SIZEABLE DEBT AND HAD DEFINITELY BEEN CONTACTED BY THE KGB. FURTHER
THAT BALTIMORE UNDERCOVER AGENTS HAD HIM UNDER SURVEILLANCE WHEN HE
END PAGE TWO
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PAGE THREE
SENSTUDY * 75

MADE A TELEPHONE CaLL. HE WAS OBSERVED TO LET THE PHONE RING, BUT
ONCE AND THEN WAITED FOR A CALL BACK. AFTER A LENGTHY CONVERSATION,
THE AGENT WAS TAKEN TO THE FBI WHERE HE WAS GIVEN A POLYGRAPH WHICH
WAS INCONCLUSIVE AND HE WAS ALLOWED TO RESIGN.

DILLON SAID THAT THERE WAS ALLEGEDLY ANOTHER INCIDENT WHICH
TOOK PLACE IN NEW YORK, BUT HE DID NOT HAVE ANY DETAILS ON IT.

SD UNION CARRIED A FRONT PAGE ARTICLE IN THE MARCH TEN INSTANT
EDITION (HOME EDITION), UNDER THE BYLINE OF CREWDSON, NEW YORK TIMES
NEWS SERVICE, CAPTIONED ™SPY HUNT INSIDE FBI IS HINTED". A
FACSIMILE OF THIS ARTICLE IS BEING FURNISHED THE BUREAU TODAY TO
THE ATTENTION OF INTELLIGENCE AND EXTERNAL AFFAIRS DIVISIONS,

NO FURTHER ACTION BEING TAXEN BY SAN DIEGO IN THIS MATTER.

FCD FBIHR

Qd. & Lai/’""’«zwf
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’
f FRANK CHURCH, IDAHO, CHAIRMAN -
/ X JOHN G, TOWER, TEXAS, VICE CHAIRMAN

PHILIP A, HART, MICH? HOWARD H.,,BAKER, JR., TENN,
’ ‘ WALTER F.,MONDALE, MINN. BARRY GOLDWATER, ARIZ.

WALTER D. HUDDLESTON,’KY.  CHARLES MC C. MATHIAS, JR., MD,

ROBERT MORGAN, N.C. RICHARD S. SCHWEIKER, PA.. . /) -

G Ulnifed Biates Denat

WILLIAM G. MILLER, STAFF DIRECTOR B . e xres enaie
FREDERICK A. O. SCHWARZ, JR., CHIEF COUNSEL, -
CURTIS R. SMOTHERS, MINORITY:GOUNSEL SELECT COMMITTEE TO
s STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH
RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES
. (PURSUANT TO 8. RES. 21, 94TH CONGRESS)

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

= - | ‘March 9, 1976
:‘ . - | /F6 | . :
'1‘ . ‘.»—/ /. R .
t o ~ A e )
fl MichaelfE. Shaheen, Jr., Esq, .- ‘AJLW“Q;QA/'“ 7 /;) 6
‘ . Officefbf Professional Responsibility 1. ﬂ4$EJ
i U.S. Pepartment of Justice. (Room 4313y - 0 T cg&
Was ,«ngton, D.C. 20530 ﬂ@

Dear Mike:

. On March 8, 1976 Mr. Homer Newman of the FBI reviewed
for security problems an insert captioned Case No. 1l to
the Select Committee's draft report entitled "The Use of
Informants in FBI Domestic Intelligence Investigations.'
(Previously, as set out in Steve Blackhurst's letter dated
March 2, 1976, the Department of Justice cleared the above
referenced report with respect to security matters.)

After reviewing the proposed insert, Mr. Newman
stated that no problem was raised with respect to security.
This letter is intended to confirm the fact that unless I
receive word to the contrary from you, the Department of
Justice has no obJectlon to the publlcatlon of the above <:j’
referenced report including the insert reviewed on March 8
by Mr. Newman.

M—

Thanks very much for your help throughout on this
matter. : )

i 7 . : ’ Sincerely, —
_ S T AGS

ED§115 Frederick A. O. Schwarz, Jr.
Chief Counsel A o

¢c: fPaul Daly - 23 | S
kk A /Paul Daly, FBI | \?\\:.Q?’ ) &t//ﬁmggéﬁ/ﬁgg

7 MAR 18 1976




FRANK CHURCH, IDAHO, CHAIRMAN
*  JOHN G. TOWER, TEXAS, VICE CHAIRMAN z
d v
PHIL1 "/ »5ART, MICH, HOWARD H. BAKER, JRY."TENN, A

«‘QH\LTL'R F. MONDALE, MINN. BARRY GOLDWATER, ARIZ.
WALTER D. HUDDLESTON, KY.  CHARLES MCC. MATHIAS, JR., MD,

2zsngkp;$?g3:6?:}:. . RICHARD S. SCHWEIKER, PA, ?J cnifeh %fafeg' ,%eﬂafe

WILLIAM G. MILLER, STAFF DIRECTOR
i FREDERICK A. O, SCHWARZ, JR., CHIEF COUNSEL,
g& CURTIS R. SMOTHERS, MINORITY COUNSEL,

SELECT COMMITTEE TO
STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH
RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

{PURSUANT TO S. RES. 21, 94TH CONGRESS)

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

March 9, 1976 6
O )
‘ L ERL “af’sgﬁ,: GUITEARNY
' 7 AT FIL M
DA 1 R st —Binlitt.

Michael E./Shaheen, Jr., Esqg.

Special C@unsel for Intelligence Coordination
Office of Deputy Attorney General

U. S. Qéﬁartment of Justice

Wasi}y%ton, D. C. 20530 P -

S
Deay Mike: L :§:Q7M/ IR

N

During the week of March 1-5, 1976, Mr. Roberf-Shackleford
and other officials of the FBI Intelligence Division re-
viewed a draft portion of the Select Committee's final re-
port on domestic intelligence. This portion of the report
included the following:

II. The Growth of Domestic Intelligence: 1936 to Date

B. The Establishment of a Permanent Domestic Intel-
ligence Structure: 1936-1945

s~
C. Domestic Intelligence in the Cold War Era: fz’/
1946-1963.

Mr. Shackleford that the FBI has no objection on security
_grounds to the publication of this report. If any changes
are made in the substance of this portion of the report,

it will be resubmitted prior to publication.

i§ This letter is to confirm that John Elliff was assured by

_@ Thanks very much for your help throughout the inquiry into Z;
X l
~

ehie swbiect: 115 REC3 (g1 Ak BZs - z/%L]

9 E% Sincerely,
. >~ ?
. Frederick A, 0. Schwarz, Jr.
.§§§ Chief Counsel
8 cc: Mr. Paul Daly¢”
O Mr. Robert Shackleford
84 MAR22 g
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TO

FROM

{
suBjEcT: {\ SENSTUDY -
] W o -

OPTIONAL FORM NO, 10
MAY 1962 EDITION
cs&\ FPMR.(41-GPR) 101118

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Memomna’@n

Mr. J/ B. AdfmA

L.egal Counse

Assoc, Dir.
Dep. AD Adm. —
Dep. AD Inv. ——

Asst. Dir,:

Admin.
Comp. Syst.
Ext. Affaigs
Files & ésm. —

3-9-76 Gen. Inv,
wﬁz\ﬁ . "’.‘;& tdent.

x
TA’S_‘&@ Intel e F 4
‘g}‘; Coﬁ Laboral® = -
,Jm I@gwe‘?é&r&sl?‘pi - Y Legal “'
M 18 B¢ S Plan. & Evay ~

Spec. Inv.
DATE z

DATE:

Training
Telephone Rm. .
Director Sec'y

& At approximately 5:00 p.m. on 3-8-76, John Elliff,
Domestic Task Force Director of the Senate Select Committee, advised
Inspector John B. Hotis that the final report released earlier that
afternoon by the Senate Select Committee contained inbriiation that

was not cleared by the Bureau for publication. He said that Volume 2,
Page 270, of the hearings on the Huston Pian set forth the names of
individuals and organizations that were the subjects of 13 telephone
surveillances and one microphone surveillance. The report also included
memoranda containing the names or initials of FBI personnel who had
reviewed or approved the surveillances. Among the subjects identified
were the Black Panther Party, the CPUSA, the Jewish Defense League,
Huey Newton, and two women who were active in the New Left. - '

- E1iff said he had given explicit instructions that this S
information was to be excised before publication and did not know why
it- was included in the final report. He said that 30 copies of the report
had already been distributed to members of the press, and it wasnot. ..
likely they could be recalled. He also felt that any attempt to have
the documents returned would draw the press's attention to the problem.
E1liff said he regretted the oversight but did not think there was anything
“further that could be done about the disclosuref.

6= DocId: 32989

By U5y Saviggs Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan

RECOMMENDATION: EX-115 \
For information. RIP.2R Q A5Gy = LLIB
,feo ) ,f/j% )
1 - Mr. Leavitt 1R 16 197%
1 - Mr. Mintz _ e
1 - Mr. Phillips K e T
1 - Mr. Daly
1 - Mr. Hotis
ADDENDUM - CONTINUED - OVER ;{l}!
Al
JBH:dkg (7) A
A f" lf}
- gk
{2 2 1976




Memorandum to Mr. Adams

Re: SENSTUDY

ADDENDUM BY LEGAL COUNSEL, 3/9/76, JAM:mfd J

Inspector Hotis advised me of the above information immediately
after receiving it from John Elliff.a I instructed him to advise the
Intelligence Division while I alerted Mr. Adams to the problem. Mr. Adams
instructed that copies of the materials released by the Committee should
be made available to the Intelligence Division as soon as possible in order
that they could be reviewed to determine whether any other materials
were improperly included. I instructed SA John Dennis Miller to
obtain additional copies of the materials and provide them to the Intelligence
Division on the evening of March 8, 1976, and he did so. I advised
Assistant Director Leavitt of Mr. Adams' instructions and requested him
to have the materials reviewed appropriately. "

Wl
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4 P
OPTIONAL FORM NO, 10
MAY 1962 EDITION
GSA FPMR (41 CFR) 101~11.8 3

1/ p UNITED STATES Goy’ERNMENT Aoses. D ——

Dep. AD Inv,
Memorandum o

Comp. Syst, —

Mr., J. B. ;Adams paTe: 3/9/76 Ef;esA::;;_:

2% R

FrRoM : Legal Cqounse -\ Iifﬁ%ff
’O . ‘;’ Labora

Legal Coun.

Plan.&Eval.
SUBJECT: SE\IS gDY 75 N

Spec. Inv.

L Training

Telephone Rm. .
Director Sec'y

Reference is made to memorandum Mr. F. J. Cassidy to
Mr. Leavitt dated 3/9/76, which outlined various problems and

apparent slanted writing in the Senate Select Committee's
COINTELPRO report.

On 3/@/76, during a discussion concerning another
matter, SA Paul V. Daly of this Division mentioned to Domestic
Task Force Director John T. El1liff that there were apparent 'y
problems regarding that Committee's report on COINTELPRO. It s
was pointed out that the Bureau representatives who had reviewed .~
the report felt there were statements taken out of context and
that in general it was a highly critical report of this Bureau.
El11iff stated that a decision had been made by F. A. 0. Schwartz,
Chief Counsel, and Curtis Smothers, Minority Counsel, that they
would hlghllght the actions taken in COINTELPRO and not describe

Y o or characterize the victims or objects of COINTELPRO activities.
; : They felt that it was tzlfiactlons that were wrc}n/g rdl"é‘ss o g2
Q the target. L g
< MAR 18 1976
§§ ~ It was pointed out to EiEQfégthat in order to get a
:gi true picture of the activities in COINTELPRO iFWas “TSSS “than
%&uq fair to isolate the acts from the context in which the activi-
=g ties were committed. He reiterated this was a decision of
ggn Smothers and Schwartz and that there was no question in his
;:;Q mind that this was a report that "zapped" the Bureau. He
WE \ indicated he would brlng the observations of the Agents that
Aéﬁl‘ had reviewed the report and the observations of SA Daly to the /
B attention of his superiors. Pu,“
Il <
38 g RECOMMENDATION :

For information.

- Mr. Mint&vi?

- Mr. Leavitt
Mr. Phillips o
- Mr. Daly

e
|

PVD:lad QA(D
(6)
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Mr. 'A. Mintz

(1 - Mr. P. V. Daly)
Mr, T. W. Leavitt
Mr., P. E. Nugent
Mr, S. F. Phillips

The |Attorney General March 5, 1976

Ny e —-

3

N b N
3

KP Dirgctor, FBI %Mé »5

3 Qg . |
S U. S. SENATE SELECT COMMITIEE mxﬂ%ﬁé&SSiM!
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (S5SC) “E .0 ,_Bi

By letter dated December 18, 1975, Item 6, b
the SSC requested access to FBI materials relating to N
Martin luther King, Jr., the Poor People's Campaign and 3
the Sanitation Workers Strike, Memphis, Tennessee, from SN
Jamuary 1 to April 4, 1968, FBI letters and mewmoranda -
dated January 27 and February 16, 1976, effected responses —
to this request. After S5C access was accomplished, ~ =
its representative orally requested delivery of certa:.n C
designated documents which he had reviewed.

—~
s

Enclosed for your approval and forwarding to
, the SSC is the original of a memorandum effecting delivery
to the SSC of the desired documents,

Also enclosed for your records is a copy of =
" the memorandum, It should be moted that you were /’)
previously furnished by our Jamary 27 and February 16,
p 1976, correspondence copies of all the documents to T,-zh:c.eh

access was being granted to the SSC. /ﬂ 9-_4 ﬂq 3@

v 5 . E: r‘i_ ~ 8 ;
</ Enclosures (2) EX-115 REC-3 7 WAR 18 ©76

- ¥ 62116395 CONFIDENTIAL MATERIAL A7 TACHED —
r Assoc. Dir.

Dep. AD Adm. _

bep. aDIv. — ] = The Deputy Attorney General

Asst, Dir.: -~
Admin. _ Attention: Michael E. Shaheen, Jr. A V7 (WP
come. Syt — Special Counsel for ﬂ‘

Files 8 Con. _  SFP 2 1hb | hb e Intelligence Coordination

Gen. lnv.

{dent v (10)

\4& }?w 'Ca Q\ j ,,\k
e — \@gg&w

Plan. & Eval, __ A

Spec. Inv,

Teaiming__ 1O BE HAND-DELIVERED BY THE OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL AFFAIRS
Telephone Rm. __
Diregtor Sec’ MAIL ROOM [ TELETYPE UNIT (] ) o 1015 0 - s0ie0
2 an H‘ﬂYSQ pe s T
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1
h

Mr, J .‘A Mintz

(1 » Mr, P. V. Daly)
Mr, T. W. Leavitt
Mr, P. E. Nugent
Mr, S. F. Phillips

3

31

NN
k §

62-116395 Yarch 5, 1976

i
U. S. SENATE SELECT COMMITIEE TO )

STUDY GOVERWMENTAL OPCRATIONS WITH )
RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (S5C)

Reference is made to S5C letter dated ﬁecem‘ber 18,
1975, Item 6, which requested access to FBI materials
relating ta Mari:in Iuther King, Jr., the Poor i’eop}.e'“s
Campaign and the Sanitation Vorkers Strike, Memphis,
Tennessee, from January 1 to JApril 4, 1968,

By memoranda dated Jamuaxy 27 and February 16,
1976, the 55C was advised of the availability of the
desired materials for review by its Staff, Subsequently,
SSC Staff llember lichael Ipstein reviewed the materials
and designated certain of the documents which he orally
requested be delivered to the SSC.

Beingz deliveved with this memorandum are the 9?’\13

materials so designated by Epstein, ’X‘?ﬁ?
. _ < A
1 » The Attorney General ,QQO‘?’@;Q \w’\’
@s!»"@ e
o

SFP:1hb lhle G
/ 9) ORIGINAL AND ONE COPY TO AG "‘;\,\ﬁ)
p/"J NOTE:

AEZ‘:,‘ D Sets of the specific documents be:.ng delivered

pep. A0 v. —gre being retained with the Semstudy 75 Project. 1 1/)
Asst. Dir } /;

Admin. . ' M

Comp. Syst. /l )\\.\ \

//,

p
Ext. Affairs 7 { N
‘Files & Com. — - .

Gen. nv. CONFIDENTIAL MATERIAL ATTACHED / i
()LJ‘" /

B b2 A 3952V m

Director Sec’y .~ MAIL ROOM[ ] TELETYPEUNIT[ ] ? o f
&‘ éj L2

L

Inspection
Intell.
Laboratory

Legal Coun. .
Plan.& Eval,

Spec. Inv.

Training

GPO : 1975 Q - 594-120

-

!
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5-140 (Rev. 1-21-74) FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20535

Addressce: SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE

CILTR  [(XILHM  [JMemo [ Report dated _ 3/9/76
Gaption of Document:U' S. Senate Select Committee (SSC>
(SSC Letter 12/18/76, Item 6) :

. Ring
d‘riginating Office: £\ FBI /‘)
S()"—) j W\’ Date: ?"' 9" 7@

;eceived M M@[ Jon® U,Q
NP

Title:
Return this receipt to the Intelligence Division, FBI
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e Type or print clearly in ink.

e Indicate classification 6f the abstract top and bottom.

e Date the abstract and put on any internal control numbers required.
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e "FROM" entry should clearly identify the organization providing the
information.

e If additions (as when a copy of document sent to SSC is later sent to
HSC) or changes to a previously submitted form are necessary, submlt a- -
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NOT SUPPLYING ADEQUATE STAFF AND INSTRUCTION PRIOR TO THE .
DEMCNSTRATION., YOUNG STATED THIS WILL NOT OCCUR IN WODC,

YOUNG STATED GUILT OF MEMPHIS PD EVIDENT AND MOST SERIOUS SINGCE
GRb&P OF TWENTY TO THIRTY I&ST;GATORS OF VIOLENCE-NOT ATTACKED

DIRECTLY., MEMPHIS PD ATTACKED THE ENTIRE MARCHING BODY

OF TWENTY THCUSAND PEOPLE, o

THE WASHINGTON SPRING PROJECT WiLL C(MMENCE AS PLANNED ON
APRIIL TWENTYTWO, WHEN MARTIN LUTHER KING WILL COME TO WDC WITH
A '"SMALL GROUP' AND PRESENT PETITIGNS TO CONGRESS AND GOVERNMENT
AGENCIES RE THE PLIGHT OF THE POOR., A GROUP Of THREE THOUSAND
POOR, OR GANIZED INTO GROUPS OF TWO HUNDRED, WITH EACH SUCH GrROUP
PROVIDED WITH TWENTY MARSHALS WHO WILL WEAR DISTINCTIVE ARM
BANDS, WILL bEPART FIFTEEN CITIES AND SOUTHERN RURAL AREAS ON
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